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PREFACE. 



During the thirty-one years of the fourth century B.C., from 
352/1 till the end of the Lamian War, the prytany secretaries at 
Athens followed one another in the official order of their tribes.^ 
The oligarchy introduced a new arrangement for the short period 
of its government. It is not clear how the secretaries were 
chosen under Demetrios of Phaleron.* After 307/6 B.C. , how- 
ever, the democracy returned to its earlier practice, and for every 
one of the following two hundred and eleven years we know 
which tribe f"^nisbed the secretar 




Errata. 

On page 21, note i in place of p. 29, n. 4. write p. 
18, n. 4. ; on page 21, note 4 in place of p. 44. write 
p. 27. ; on page 26, on page 29 H 20 and 21 (in three 
places) and on page 43 i 32 in place of Arrhenides 
write Arrheneides. 



otiicial order remained in continuotis use throughout the period. 
Moreover, there are cases in which several secretaries are confined 
to a period of a few years by events recorded in inscriptions 
passed during their terms in office. Had it been possible for a 
tribe to hold the secretaryship in any or every year, it could only 
be due to an extraordinary coincidence that in none of these 

^Cornell Studies, VIl (1898), p. 34. 
'Ibid., § 12. 
'Ibid., p. 44ff. 

*Fourof these are discussed in Cornell Studies, VII, p. 60 ff., two in A. J. P. 
XIX (1898), p. 314 f., and one below, p. 74 f. 
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periods the secretaries belong to tribes forbidden by the official 
order. The official order was demonstrably used in determining 
the sequence of the secretaries to the treasury board of Athena in 
the fourth centnry B.C.' According to it the priests of Serapis 
at Delos in the second centnry B.C. held office.' In the latter 
part of the fifth and the beginning of the fourth century B.C. the 
reverse of the official order determined the sequence of the secre- 
taries to the joint treasury board of Athena and The Other Gods.' 
It was no strange thing, therefore, to find the official order em- 
ployed in the case of the prytany secretaries. In the face of this 
evidence carefnl scholars might still suspend judgment, if, in con- 
structing an archon list by means of the official order, events had 
to be so arranged that well attested historical facts were contra- 
dicted. Unfortunately well attested facts of Athenian history are 
rare in this period. Were they more numerous, undoubtedly 
they would supplement those we already have, not in contradict- 
ing, but in confirming, the arrangement of events necessitated 
by the new archon list. 

It is simply because we do know the tribe which held the secre- 
taryship in every one of these two hundred and eleven years, that 
it is possible to draw up a new archon list. My predecessors in 
this work could claim to do no more than assign an approximate 
year to five-sixths of their material ; whereas I have here at- 
tempted to determine the precise year in all cases in which the 
secretary is known, and then, with the help of archons fixed in 
this way, to approximate in the cases in which the secretary is 
not known. 

The resulting list can be only provisional ; for every secretary 
hereafter found will have a two fold value. It will add another 
archon to the list and will at the same time eliminate a possible 
year for archons already known. Hence a revised list will be 
necessary in a very short time; "ea enim est disciplinae epi- 
graphicae condicio ut dies diem doceat." 



'Cornell Studies, VII (1898), p. 74. 
'Ibid., p. 46 ff. 
'Ibid., p. 72. 
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In connection with each archon name, from Lysias on, I have 
given in the foot-notes a reference to all the passages I could find 
in which the name occurs. My indebtedness to my predecessors 
is acknowledged in the frequency with which I have cited their 
works. Of the careful treatise by Schtschoukare£E, I could use 
only the proper names, and the parts which were not in Russian, 
i, e, , the references. Reviews of his book have, however, been 
consulted. Koehler and HomoUe deserve to be especially men- 
tioned, the former for his masterly treatment of the Attic inscrip- 
tions of this period, the latter for his careful articles on the 
Delian contributions to Athenian chronology. 

Professor B. I. Wheeler's unceasing interest and assistance have 

done much to make this study what it is. Professor G. P. Bristol 

and Dr. F. O. Bates have read the proofs and given me many 

valuable suggestions. To all three I here express my heartiest 

thanks. 

W. S. F. 
Ithaca, N. Y., April 24th, 1899. 



THE ATHENIAN ARCHONS OF THE THIRD AND 
SECOND CENTURIES BEFORE CHRIST. 



§ I. Anaxikrates, Koroibos, Euxenippos, Pherekles, Leo- 
stratos, Nikokles, Klcarchos, Hcgemachos, Euktemon, 
Mnesidemos, Antiphates, (JA-vapxia), Nikias, Nikostratos, 
Olympiodoros, aii^l Philippos, 307/6-293/2 B.C. 

Dionysius of Halicarnassus' assigns to these archons the posi- 
tions they occupy in this list and with liim Diodoriis Siculus' and 
the Parian Chronicle,' as far as they go, agree. The only prob- 
lem in connection with them is to decide whether or no there is 
one lacking between Euktemon and Philippos. The presump- 
tion that there is such a lacuna rests upon the following statement 
of Dionysius' : (vit S' ivayKnia irpoi ravra 17 rcui- )(p6v<ar Siayvuinsi tous 
'AB^irjjmv ap$ayTat d^' ou ^tipap)(av inrt6iiJ,t6a ytyovcmi xpovov, fii)(pi 
■nji BoSeiVijs niiriu, fieri rijv (ftvyi/v, KafldSou, yevopcyau^ ipSopiJKoyTa, irpo- 

ftjo-o^wv, whereas in the li.st which follows, as preserved in the 
MSS.,only sixty-eight names are found. There is ample evi- 
dence that one. Hegesias (324/3 B.C.), was lost in the tradition 
of the MSS. and critics have thought that the second had in the 
same way dropped out of its position immediately before Olympi- 
odoros or Philippos.' 

If there is really a vacancy all will now admit that it must oc- 
cur between Euktemon and Philippos ; for this is the only group 
of archons whose sequence is not established by corroborative tes- 

' De Dinarcbo, IX. 'XX, 4sfi. 'Mitth. XXII (1897), p. i83£f. 'I.e. 

'The evidence o( C.I.G. 6084 cau in 110 way help to a decision in this mat. 
ter. If it is spurious, as Wilamowitz and Droysen suppose, it is of course 
valueless. If it is genuine, as Franz, Mommsen, Kaibel, aiid^Schtschouka- 
ref[ think, it can seemingly be made to ascribe Philippos to ag3/a B.C. as 
easily as to any other year; cf. Berl. Phil. Woch. XI (1891), p. 147 ; Mitth. 
XXII (1897), p. 2oof, Schubert's view {Hermes, X (1876), p. 4475.) that 
Diokles was archon in 301/a B.C. and that this is the missing name in Dio- 
nysius' list needs now only to be stated to be rejected ; see the three consec- 

>e inscriptions published as C.I. A. IV 3, 6iib. 
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timony. In close connection has to be considered Ibe fact that in 
C.I, A. II, 299 and in IV a, 299c, Nikias, one of the group in 
question, is called archon voTtpos. If Nikias was a 'siiffectus', 
was Antiphates, who immediately precedes him in the list, his 
predecessor in office for the same year ? If he was, two names are 
wanting ; if he was not, why is the archon suffectus and not the 
regularly appointed magistrate mentioned by Dionysius ? 

A very plausible explanation of the difBculty raised by the 
absence of a name in Dionysius' list is that suggested by 
Wilamowitz,' further worked out by Schtscboukareff,' and 
accepted by Schoeffer.^ According to this the error was made 
by Dionysius himself. In De Dlnarcho II we are told that after 
the death of Demosthenes Deinarchos spent fifteen years in Athens 
writing speeches, and fifteen years at Cbalcis in exile. Anaxi- 
krates was the last archon iu the period of his forensic activity, 
and also the first archon iu that of his exile. By taking Archip- 
pos (321/0 B.C.) as our first archon, and by counting Anaxi- 
krates (307/6 B.C.) twice, as Dionysius does, we can get an ap- 
parent total of thirty years between the death of Demosthenes and 
the archonship of Philippos in 293/2 B.C. By adding this thirty 
to the forty which fall between the birth of Deinarchos (361/0 
B.C.) and Archippos, Dionysius made his total of seventy. Such 
a blunder could occur very easily because of the fact that the 
Greeks in calculating the number of years in a given period in- 
cluded both extremes. 

In regard to the second difficulty it is now certain that be- 
tween Euktemon and Nikostratos only three years intervene.' For 
each of these three years moreover there is an archon in Dionysi- 
us' list and there is no reason for supposing that there ever were 
more than three ; since the epithet uo-rtpos,' though it may be dif- 
ferently explained, does not mean that Nikias was the second per- 
son to hold tlie archonship in that year. He either had no prede- 
cessor at all, as seems to me demonstrable, or was re-appointed at 

'Phil. Uiiter. IV (1881), p. a^of. 'Ath. Archons of the 3d Cent. B.C. 
(i88g), p. 3iff. 'Berl. Phil. Woch. XI (1891), p. i47ff. 

'Cornell Studies, VII (1S98), p. 50; cf. A.J.P. XIX (1898), p. 314. 
»Phil. XXXVIII (1879), p. 44Sf. ; Phil. Unter. IV (1881), p. 237ff. 
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the end of the six months' term to which Laeharea is supposed in 
896/5 B.C. to have limited the tenure of office. There is no clearer 
evidence needed that Nikias was the recognized eponymos for hia 
year than the fact that, when iu 282/1 B.C. another Nikias be- 
came archoii, the deme-nanie of this second individual was offici- 
ally added to his surname. 

Between Antiphates and Nikias I have indicated a period of 
AvapXin. Its duration coincides with that of the tyranny of La- 
chares, which seems to me to be correctly placed before the ' later 
archonship ' of Nikias. That Lachares was a genuine tyrant who 
overthrew the magistracies and legislative bodies and was not a con- 
stitutional reformer can now, I think, be proved conclusively- 
The tyranny began in the winter of 297/6 B.C. and continued un- 
til the month of ElapheboHon' in the year 296/5 B.C. It included 
the last half of the archonship of Antiphates and the first eight 
months of Nikias' year. This view is based upon the following 
construction of the pertinent material : 

In the winter of 297/6 B.C. Lachares, the dominant politician 
of Athens, at the instigation' of Kassandros, Kingof Macedon, at- 
tempted to make himself tyrant of the state. While the internal 
.strife which followed was still raging, Demetrios Pollorketes, who 
had shortly before destroyed the city of Samaria," heard of it,' and 
thinking, because Kassandros was now dead,' the time all the 
more opportune for regaining his hold on Athens he cro.ssed the 
Aegean with his fleet in the spring of 296 B.C-' However, having 

'Ungcr, Phil. XXXVIH (1879), p. 446; Droyaen, Geach, d. Hell. II', a, 
P- 394- 

' Paus. I, 25. 7 ; cf. Pohlmann, Muller Handb. Ill, p. 445. 

' Euseb. ed. Schoene II, p. ll8 ; cf. Droyaen, Gesch. II', i, p. 243. n. 2. 

' Plut. Demet. XXXIII, 4 ff. 

' Nineteen years from the accession ot Kassandros, in the spring of 316-5 
B.C., (Diod, XLX, 50, 31) take us to the spring of 297-6 B.C. It is unlikely 
that the chronographeis who give ua months in other cases here used a 
round number. 

'If the ' four-years war ' occurred in the years 306-302 B.C., as Ladek 
(Wien. Stud. XIII (1891), p. iii ff.) lias made probable, there is no longer 
any reason to fix with Droysen (Gesch. IP, 2, p. 247) Demetrios* voyage in 
agS B.C. : cf. also Wachsmuth, Die Stadt Athen, I. p. 6rs. n. 2 ; Schubert, 
Hermes, X (1876). p. Id ff. ; Wtlhelm, Giitt. gel. Anz, 1898, p. 222; Unger, 
Phil. XXXVIII (1879), p. 477 fi. and esp. p. 479. 
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lost most of his ships in a storm off the coast of Attica, he was uo- 
able to effect anything against the city for the moment. He 
therefore proceeded into the Peloponiiese to which his possession 
of Megara and Corinth gave him ready access, and while his offi- 
cers were getting together a new fleet, passed the sunimer in vari- 
ous military enterprises before Messene and elsewhere. It was 
probably in the same fall that accompanied by the ships already 
collected he made his second attack on Attica. His fleet seized 
Aegina and Salamis' and cut off all approacli to Athens by sea, 
while his land force, using as its bases the two captured villages 
Eleusis and Rhaninus, did the same by land, 

Lachares, now firmly established as tyrant, made a long and vig- 
orous defense, but was hampered by the machinations of a party 
within the city' which preferred a Macedonian king to an Athe- 
nian tyrant. A reign of terror ensued, and public sentiment, 
shocked by such acts as the application of the gold from Atheua's 
statue' to what were regarded as party purposes, was before spring 
came already in favor of Denietrios. The closeness of the block- 
ade' made the entrance of provisions impossible, and as a result 
extreme need prevailed in the city. Accordingly wheii the hope 
of relief, which Ptolemy's fleet' lirought with it, had to be aban- 
doned on the appearance of the rest of Demetrios' ships from Cy- 
prus and the Peloponnese, Lachares, disguising himself in coun- 
tryman's clothing, made his escape from the city. Thereupon 
the Athenians threw open their gates to ' the besieger ', and sent 
an embassy' to arrange terms with him. The entrance of Deme- 
trios marked the restoration of the democracy ; for amidst the 
plaudits of the assembied citizens their 'deliverer' bade them 
revert to the magistracies' so dear to them. This was done in the 

' Polyaen. IV, 7, 5- 

'Ibid. 

' Paus. 1, 25, 7 ; Athen. IX, 70 ; Plut. Is. et Osir. 71. 

' See Plut. Demet. XXXIII and XXXIV, for a sketch of the siege. 

'As it was in the year 295 B.C. (Velleius Paterculus, I, 14, 6, and 
Mommsen, C.I.L. I, p. 517) that Pyrrhoa came from Egypt and became 
King of Epirua, it may very well have been, as Droyseii supposes, that he 
made the voyage with this Geet. 

•Cf. C.I.A. 11.300. 

' Plutarch says t KaT^o-TTHiev ipx*'. «' JidXitrTa ry Sij^iy ir,)Off*iX(i! ijffap. 
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latter part of 296/5 B.C.,' and the archon appointed for the remain- 
der of the year was Nikias wrepos. When in 319/8 B.C. the oli- 
garchy was overthrown, it is generally agreed that, at the 
&fi)(a.i^(a'\a. which then was held, the archon ApolJodoros was re- 
elected. Had the same been true of Nikias. we should have ex- 
pected Nikias Beiirepos just as we find ApoUodoros Stvrtpos." 

The chronological requirements of our authorities seem to 
me to be best met. if we ascribe the death of Kassandros to 
the spring of 297/6 B.C.," give to Philippos his oldest son 
a reign of twelve months, fix the murder of Alexandres, the 
flight of Antipatros, and the accession of Demetrios two years 
and six months later' in the latter part of 294/3 B.C." and 
set down the final expulsion of Demetrios from Macedon to the 
end of 288/7 B.C." Acconiing to lliese calculations, there fall 
about two years between the capture of Athens and the occupa- 
tion of the throne of Macedon by Demetrios — a time none too long 
for his stay in Athens, his two battles with the Spartan King,' his 
siege of Argos," his advance into Macedon, his subsequent retreat 
to Larissa, and his final entrance into tlie Macedonian capital. It 
is true that Plutarch represents this interval as somewhat shorter ;' 
but surely it may be allowed to him to illustrate his thesis that 
Demetrios' Tyche took delight in sudden reversals by grouping 
his success at Athens and Sparta, his losses in Asia Minor and 
Cyprus, and his subsequent advancement to the throne of Mace- 



'C.I.A. II. 299; IV 2, 299c; cf. Unger, Phil. XXXVIII (1879), p. 446. 

'C.l.A. lIAdd. 299b ; IVi.aggc; cf. Pauly-Wissowa, s. v. ApoUodoros. 

'Clinton, F. H. II, App. 4. p. 291; Dittenbet^er, Henues, II (1S67), 
p. 193- 

' Euaeb. I, p. 232, 241 ; there ia another tradition which gives to Phihppos 
four months only ; see Euaeb. I, p. 245 and 241. 

' Euseb. I, p. zyt and 234. 

• After a reigii of 7 years according to Pint. Demet. XLIV, 6 years and 6 
months according to Buseb. I, p. 241 and 245, 6 years according to Euseb. 
I, p. 233 and 241. 

' Plut. Demet. XXXV. 

'Atheu. X, 415 a; cf. Niese, Gescli. d. griech. u. mak. Staaten, 1, p. 363. 

* In Plutarch's life of Pyrrbos, ch. 5 ff, no difficulty is experienced if we 
Bssnine that two years intervene between Pyrrhos' accession to the throne of 
Epirus and the death of Alesandros. 
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donia.' I therefore cannot agree with Wilamowitz' in making the 
beginning of Lacliarea' tyrainiy fall six months before the extra- 
ordinary election of archon and prytanies in what, according to 
his hypothesis, is the middle of 296/5 B.C. Lachares did not 
double the number of office holders for each year: he dispensed 
with magistrates altogether. 

§ 2. Lysias' and Kimon.' 292/1-291/0 B.C. 

The reasons for assigning Lysias and Kiinon to 292/1 and 291/0 
B.C. are cogent. From C.I.A. IV 2, 614 b we learn that in the 
archonships of Lysias, Kimon, and [DioklesJ the Athenians main- 
tained garrisons of citizens and mercenaries at Eleusis, Phyle, 
and Panakton to protect their territory against enemies," who 



'Plutarch is notorious for hia neglect of chronology; Unger (Phil. 
XXXVIir (1879), p. 473) refers to his " fliichtige gegen die chronologic 
gleichgiiltige weise " ; Holm (ET. IV, p. 201) says that "Plutarch pays uo 
heed to chronology"; cf. Thirlwall's pertinent remark in his Hist, of 
Greece, VIII, p. 18, n. i. 

'Phil. Unter. IV (1881), p. 199 ff. and p. 237 ff, ; Wilamowiti's view is 
based upon the supposition that Lachares was merely a constitutional re- 
former (cf. Holm, ET. IV, p. Jt). It can only be held if the evidence 
of Pausanias is rejected (Phil. Unter. IV, p. 240). It makes the unwar- 
ranted assumption, against which the chronology of the year 319-8 B.C. 
protests, that Gamelion not Elaphebolion divided the year 296-5 B.C. into 
two parts, and finds its only confirmation in a forced interpretation of CI.A. 
II. 331. !■ 21 ^' '■ see Hauvette-Besnault, Les Stratfiges Ath^niens (1885), p. 
165 ff . =Unger, Phil. Suppl. V ( 1889), p. 685 ff. Unger's hypothesis (Phil. 
XXXVIII (1879), p. 455 ff.), that Plutarch confuses two distinct conquests 
of Athens by Denietrios which he thinks took place, one in 395 B.C., and 
the other in 294 B.C., is unproven and unnecessary. 

'C.I.A. IV a, 614 b, 1.57. 

' CI.A. II, 331, 1. 31 ; IV 2, 614 b, 1. 5o ; the name Kimon appears also as 
a restoration in C.I.A. II, 330, but there it is certainly wrong ; see below, 
526. 

' Denietrios' war with the Aetolians came to an end in 289-8 B.C. probably, 
(see Pohlmann, Miiller Handb. Ill, p. 445). Because of it Demetrios 
celebrated the Pythian games of 290-89 B.C. in Athens (Pint. Demet. XL), 
and to it the ithyphallos embodied in Athenaeus (VI, 253) and quoted by 
Wilamowitz (Phil. Unter. IV (1881}, p. 241 ff.) undoubtedly has reference. 
Athens had probably to defend her own territory while Demetrios was en- 
gaged with his enterprises at Corcyra and Leucas ; see also C.I.A. II, 331, 1. 
31 ff. 

' Cf. Koehler's comment on C.I.A. IV 2, 614 b. 
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were at the same time hostile to the city's friend and ally Deme- 
trios, King of Macedon. The two archon-names cannot fall 
before 292/1 B.C. : there is at the utmost place for but one and 
that only if Kiraoii does not succeed Lysias directly.' The friend- 
ship between Athens and Demetrios was at an end in 287/6 B.C., 
and in that year, Piiila, Demetrios' queen, who at the time of this 
inscription is alive, was dead,' The years 290/89, 289/8, and 
288/7 B.C. have their archons definitely fixed by the official order 
of the tribes of the secretaries, 292/1 and 291/0 B.C, are therefore 
the only years left for L,ysias and Kimon. 

§3. Diokles.' 290/89 B.C. 

The denie of the secretary' fixes the archon Dioklea in 290/89 
B.C., but even had this been wanting, the following reasons might 
have been urged' for placing him in this year ; I. In the pseudo- 
Plutarch" it is stated that Demochares, after having returned from 
exile in Diokles' archonship, went on an embassy to Antipatros 
and got from him twenty talents.'' It is further stated by Euse- 
bius* that Antipatros was put to death by Lysimachos of Thrace, 
and by Justin' that this murder took place at the very time in 

'The only other possibility is that Philippos came between Lysios and 
Eimon. 

' C.I.A. IV a. 614 b. 1. II ; Pint. Demet. XLV. 

»C.I.A. II, 309 ; IV 2, 309 b. c ; [PluE.] X Oral. Vitae. p. 851 E. 

' Cornell Studies, VII (1898), p. 50. 

'Unger (Phil. XXXVIII (1879), p. 477 ff. and Suppl. V (1889), p. 693). 
Wilamowitz (Phil. Unter. IV (1881), P. '41 ff-)- Ladek (Wiener Studien, 
XIII (1891), p. ir6ft.], andSpangenberg (De Ath. institutis, etc., p. 30) put 
Dbklesin 39t>-89B.C. Dittenberger (Hermes, II (1867), p. 305), Koehler 
(C.I. A. II, 309 ; IV 2, 309 b), Schoeffer (Pauly-Wissowa, II, p. 589), Droysea 
(Gesch. IP, 2, p. 300, n. 2), Schmidt {Handb. d. Chron. p. 604), Dumont 
(Essai, p. 118 and Fastes Epony. p. 55), and Meierf (Comment. Epig. p. 
83) put him in 287-6 B.C, Schtschoukareff (Ath. Archons, p. 87 ff.). and 
Kirchner? (Indices to C.I. A. IV 2. p. 336) put him in 288-7 B.C. and 
Schubert (Hermes, X (1876), p. 447 ff.) in 301-0 B.C. 

'XOrat, Vitae, p. 851 E. 

' Thirlwall, VIII, p. II, n. i ; Droysen, II', 2, p. 247, n. 3 ; Cliuton F. H. II, 
p. 465, n, t ; Lailek, Wiener Studien, XIII, p. lao f., and esp. Unger, Phil, 
XXXVIII, p. 485 ff. 

' I, p. 232- 

' XVI, 2, 2. 
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which Pyrrhos was driving Deraetrios from Macedonia. Now the 
latest date for the expulsion of Denietrios is tlie begiuning of 287/6 
B.C.' It is therefore impossible for Diokles to have been archoii 
in 287/6 B.C. or in any subsequent year. On the other hand there 
is no place for an archon before 29a'89 B.C. 2. From CI, A. II, 
309' we learn that in Diokles" archonship certain Athenians or 
friends of Athens at Delphi were harboured and saved from death 
by an individual named Aischron. In close connection the iruXa- 
yopoi are mentioned. These deputies were sent by different states 
to Delphi to attend the Amphictyonic Council only in the years 
of the Pythian games. 290/89 B.C. was, therefore, the regular year 
for the iruXayopm to convene at Delphi, and the fact that Demetrios 
had the Pythian games of 290/89 B.C. celebrated at Athens would 
not have affected the place of the Amphictyonic meeting. The 
fact that Athens was in this year at war with Delphi,' and that 
strong feeling must have been aroused by the disregard of prerog- 
atives shown in the celebration of the Pythia at Athens, is on the 
other hand precisely what is needed to explain the violence offered 
to Athenian sympathizers on the occasion of the Amphictyonic 
gathering. 

It is no objection that in 290/89 B.C. Denietrios would have pre- 
vented Demochares' return ; for in 293/2 B.C. he is known to have 
granted just such a favor to a considerable body of political oppo* 
nents.' Nor has the contention of Koehler," that C.I. A. IV 2, 
309 b makes 290/89 B.C. too early for Diokles, longer any weight 
when we deny that the ai^paKTm there mentioned are the ships of 
war which iul287 B.C.' attacked Demetrios' possessions in Greece. 



>Unger, 1. c. p. 471 ff. 

'C.I. A. II, 310 has an archon — ros. The secretary was apparently 

— »po-[ p] or — . The only archon between 307-6 and 278-7 B.C. 

whose name ends in —ros is Olympiodoros (294-3 B.C.). 

• Pint. Demet. XL ; cf. above p. 6. 
'Dion. Hal, De Dinarcho, p. 651 (Reiske). 
'NotetoC.I.A. IV 2, 309 b. 

• Plut Demet. XLIV. 
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§ 4. Diotimos,* Isaios,' and Euthios.' 289/8-287/6 B.C. 

Those who assign Diokles to 287/6 B.C. give to Diotimos, Isa- 
ios, and Euthios the three years which follow, linger, Ladek, 
Wilaniowitz, and Schlschoukareff, who place Diokles a year or 
more earlier, give 287/6, 286/5, ^^^^ 285/4 ^C- to this group. The 
demes of the secretaries demand for it 289/8, 288/7, and 287/6 B.C.; 
for the three names necessarily follow one another in the order 
given,' and Lysimachos who was imtrdered in aSi/o B.C. was stilt 
alive when Enthios was arclion, and Spartokos IV of Bosporos, 
who died in 284/3 B.C.,'' was still on the throne in Diotimos year ; 
so that the group must belong to the secretary period 293/2-282/1 
B.C., and this being the case, the years mentioned are alone pos- 
sible for it. It is obvious that the liberation and recovery of the 
city referred to in the decrees of Diotimos' and Euthio:^' years can 
in no way be identified with the expulsion of the Macedonian gar- 
rison from the Museion hill in the year 287/6 B.C. The correct 
interpretation of these references is suggested by C.I. A. II, 300. 
Here phrases identical with those used in the decrees of Diotimos' 
and Euthios' years occur. I give a collection of them for sake of 
comparison : 

C.I.A. II, 300(295/4 B.C. February). 

[dTToJ^aiVauirii' S' nuToi' Kai [oi irpeir^eK oi] ire^^flei'Tfs ujrip T^ 
([J^nj! Trpoi Ta\v jSatrtXat \-q^a\Tf<i.ov [r[viMy(i)V(Vucr0a]( Ti3 Sijfiiii fis to 
(TVi'r[tA.«rSqfai Tiji*] Tt. tjuXuiv Tqv irpoi rov [^0airiXia A-ijfi,TJTp]iov uat ottuis 
£v o S7fio[s aTaWaytLri To]C TroAt/tou T^v Ta)iitrT[rp' Ka'i KO/uirafiEJvM rb 
oo'TU ' Sr)fiOKpa.T[iay i^oi aToAa(3jiii'. 

'C.I.A. II, 311, 312, 313, Add. 313, 567 ; Osener, Epicurea, p. 133, 1. 15 ft. 

' C.I.A. II, 314, 1. 39, 567, Add. Nova, 567 b ; Usenet, Epicurea, p. 133, 
1. 20 ff., p. 134, 1, 1. The firstcited Epicurean fragment runs : ilB- [SJi-Ttpo* 
[Toi, ixiiir-irov, ™ra[X]i).<[.] Ma«[8i™,]. =1. T[i]r< ^' ['Ia«]lo« vpiC*"]". 
In aSS-7 B. C. tTie subject of revolt from Macedon was evidently being can- 
vassed. Even Epicurus was interested. 

' C.I.A. II, 314, Add. 314 b ; IV 3, 314. 314 c. 

•See C.I.A. II, 567 and 314. 

' Diod. XX, 100. 

•The word used, io-rv not iriXn, is noteworthy; cf. C.I.A. II, 385, 1. 11, 
379. 1- 15. 
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C.I. A. II, 311 (289/8 B-C. January). 

[en Si SirapT^OKO? iifiiKaixivijt irpttr/Scuis ["""p' 'Afliji-ai'tuii dlKjoinriM ori 
6 S^iUK «e«dfui7T[ai TO aTTV avy^Tl&Ti Tali lirvj^i^ iiatr[ij tov S^jjiou Kai Sir 
SaiKtv tr(V]ou Saiptav /ivpiovi kul wflyTatKicr^iXiovi iii^Bi/ivovi , 

C.I. A. II, 312 (289/8 B.C. June). 

<[ir£i]8^ o nmOKUj' ^[acr]i\<u« [A]i;Siu[\(<i)]v Ik rt ™v ifi.[ir]poir9t 
-)(pav(ov ([uj-Jovs itxTLV tm S^;iui tu)[i] 'Afl?jva[i]iiii' ;^fje(a.s napf)(aii.aio[i\ 
KoX cm\y'\tpyuiv lit ti)v «\tuStp[t Jui- rg [jr]()A.(i <iai Ko/uo-u/iti'Du [fJoB 
3jJ/i[o]« TO aarv jruflo'/i£vos (T-u[v]jJ(rflij T[o]rs ytytk'ij/iO'ois turux^/^o'' 
VO^'fiuk e'cai Koirqi- icai aur[ui]t t^v t^s To'Aews awT7]pia.v , "'''/>[< ]x''''<^['] 
8J jjpiias till ifii'? Tot[s] Tt 8iarpi,3ooo'iv 'Aflijvaiuiv Ta[p]' taUToV tat TOis 
i^lKVOV/tivo^iJ^ clt T^v jjiiJfHiv, SiSuxcv St Kal [''"]i[t]oi) Soipetti' T(3 S^flUI 
fwSi/iv[inj]s <7rTaKicr;(iAu)us icai 7rEn-a[K]oo-tous MaKtSofLns TOis i8i'oi[s] 
dvoAoJfiao'ii' KaraoT^ffas eis [toJus Xifitvas row? r^s iroXeois, ejr[a]i^£\A.£rtu 
8i (ta! (IS TO Aoiiro[vJ Trapi^erBat xpt'O? truktpyioi' [(]!« t( t^v toC TltipaiitK 
Koiu[Srf\v Koi T^j- T^i woKcioi iKtvStpl[a]v AyaScl Ta)(ii. SeSdjjSai ktX. 

C.I. A. II. 314(287/6 B.C. August-September). 

itat KOfuaafiivov tou Sjjfiou t^v (KtuOtpiav SiaTtriXcKt Xeyon- not jrpdrTOiv 
TO OTF/i^tpovTii T(t T^s TToAeui! trioTjjpCo. Kal TTcpaKaXSiv Tuy fiairtkia ^orl9tiv 
Ktti ;^pi7^<rii' icai airiji o-iraii Ai- Sm/ieVsi o S^/un tAeiifltpot cup Kal tov 
Uttpma KO/uiTjjTiii Kai Ta <^pavpia. tjjv Tax«rTijv, Kai vjrtp TOtlroii' 7r[n]vT(uv 
xoXXaKis p-epipTiipijittv qutu a ^acriXeus jrpfis Toiis T[p]ttr;fleuoi'ras 
' Aftji'utiiui' xp09 (avrdr, Koi j[eiporov[jj^eij« oycuwiflfTijs iirX 'Yrraiov apj^oiros 
fiirijKoinrefv tu SjijfUfi iBtXavriji iKKTioii ISitav tm t* jraTptoJ^us ftiO"ui]t 

idilirtv ToU 6tovi virip TOV S^^ou Kai t^[v jk ^SuiKev nairiv ' kdrpmioti 

jran-as tovi [ s, koi tTi]ftTOi' iySiva KaTtirKtvaatv Ttl A)}/i[57rpi itai Tg 

Ko/nj]i [7rp]iuT0S ivofwrina T^s To5 Sijftou [^Xevflj/Jt'iis] icrX. 

It seems to me very clear tliat the phrases Ko/turafiti'os to Airrv, 

OTl 8^(110! KIKOflHTTal TO affTTJ, Kui KO/iHTa/ltnlU TOU SlJ/lOU TO OCTTU, KOI 

KOfuo-a/itk'oii TOU S^fiou T^v (XeufftpLuv, refer to one and the same inci- 
dent. If that is so, the first occurrence of the phrase in 295/4 
B.C. precludes any poasibilitv of its denoting that recovery of the 
city which followed Demetrios' expulsion from Macedon, For in 
295/4 B C, as the re.st of C.I, A. II, 300 in itself shows, it was in 
connection with the deliverance of the city from the tyranny of 
Lachares that the words were used, and to this same 
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the decrees of Diotimos' and Kuthios' archonships also undoubt- 
edly refer. It was in memory of this deliverance too that in 288/7 
B.C. Phiiippides, perhaps reminded by the tributes paid to the 
slayers of Hipparchos,' Trpoiros instituted a new contest in honor of 
Demeter and Kore. The view of Wilamowitz' and Holm' is that 
I,achares was a "much abused" man " wlio, when Demetrius 
gained a footing in Attica and occupied Eleusis and Rhainnua. 
made himself master of the city and was decried as a tyrant, partly 
no doubt because he enforced strict discipline among the be- 
sieged". In this view it is not easy to believe that the citizens of 
Athens, who.se sturdy independence of character Holm rightly ad- 
mires, when their fear of Demetrios was already much lessened, 
still continued to look upon the expulsion of I,achares as a re.sto- 
ration of their democratic liberties, a piece of good fortuiie for 
which foreign kings might congratulate them, and a fit subject for 
an opponent of Demetrios to commemorate with memorial games. 
But on what is the Wilamowitz-Holm view based? Certainly 
not on the literary tradition. As Wilamowitz himself says "die 
tiberlieferuug iiber dieseu mann ist sich dariiber einig, dass er 
ein scheusslicher tyrann war."' Polyaenus,' Athenaeus,' and 
Plutarch' have nothing good to .say for him, and Pausanias" terms 
him ropoyvav Sw X^^cv to re ^s dvfl/jcd-Troui finkujra. ii^/it/joi' koj. « to tftiov 
li^HSt'oTaTov. The unanimous testimony of the ancient writers has 
been set aside, mainly because it was natural to suppose that the 
Athenians made Lachares the scapegoat to which to divert Deme- 
trios' anger when he got control of their city after the long siege. 
Thirlwall° and Droysen,'" however, have rightly held to the tra- 
dition. 



'See Diod. XX, 46 ; C.I.A. II, 300, 1. 39 f. 

• Phil. Unter. IV, p. 199 f . 

' Hist, of Greece, ET. IV, pp. 51 and 77. 

* Phil. Unter. IV, p. 137. 
' Strateg. Ill, 7. 

■ IX. 70. 

"I, 35, 7; 29, 16. 

■Hist, of Greece, VIII, p. II f. 

"Gescli. d. Hell. II'. 2, p. 251. 
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Since therefore Lacbares was such a cruel aud detestable tyrant, 
the Athenians, as Thumser says,' ' must have been glad to fall 
into Denietrios' hands for a third time '. It was undoubtedly politic 
ou their part to acknowledge Demetrioa" claims to be their liberator. 
I think however that we have evidence in the decrees before us of 
such lasting satisfaction on the part of the Athenians at the down- 
fall of Lachares. that nothing short of the absolute desiruction of 
all the democratic forms of government pointed to by C.I-A. II, 
299 could have been his crime, and that only the epithets of Pau- 
sanias can adequately characterize him. 

I am convinced ihat Dilteiiberger.' Thumser,' Wilamowitz,' 
Wachsmuth,' and others are right in holding that C.I. A. II, 314, 
1. 32ff. shows that in the middle of the tliird month of Euthios' 
year netpaiEiis Koi ri i^poupia were not yet in the pos.session of the 
S^ftos. Therefore it was not till after the month of August 287 
B.C. that the Athenians under the command of Olympiodoros 
drove the Macedonian garrison from the Miiseion, and revolted 
from Denietrios. And indeed an earlier date is hardly possible if 
we pay any regard to Plutarch's narrative.' 

Had Euthios been archoti in 285/4 <"" 284/3 BC., there must 
have beeii Macedonian garrisons in ' the Peiraieus and the forts ' 
for more than two or three years after the expulsion of Demetrios 
from Macedon. Tlie difficulties of this supposition were so palpa- 
ble that Zink vainly denied the fact, and Koumaiioudes placed 
Euthios before 287/6 B.C.' The most apparent of those difficul- 
ties are : 

1. Pausanias in speaking of the storming of the Museion 
says : 'Atf^vai fiiv ourow Awo MaKeSovay ■^Xcvdtpia$T)<Tav.' It waS 

' Hermann, Lehrb. 1°, p. 776. 

'Hermes, II (1867), p. 385 ft. 

'op. cit. p. 777. 

•Phil. Unter. IV, p. 337. 

> Die Stadt Athen, I, p. 610, n. 2. 

"Cf. Unger, Phil. XXXVIII (1879), p. 476. 

' See Dittenberger, Hermes, II {1867), p. 286 and 194. 

' I, 26, 2 ; of course this expression may mean no more tlian the " Auti- 
gonns Atheniensibus rursus dedit libertatem " used by Euscbius (II, p. i2o( 
in reference to the events of 356 B.C. 
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indeed a doubtful freedom that was theirs when the Peiraieus, 
Munychia, Salamis, Panakton, Phyle/ Eleusis,* etc., were held 
by hostile and now aggravated garrisons. 

2. When Pyrrhos followed Demetrios into Greece in 287/6 B.C. 
he forced him to abandon the siege of Athens by backing the sup- 
plications of the philosopher Krates with his victorious army. 
It is inconceivable that he should have made a triumphal entry 
into the city without having first driven the garrisons of Deme- 
trios from Munychia and the Peiraieus. To be sure his advice 
to the Athenians to receive no more kings within their gates 
would have been under these circumstances anything but accept- 
able.' 

3. The fact that not only the Peiraieus but also ra <l>povpia* were 
not yet in the hands of the Athenians presents difl&culties under the 
current hypothesis. For although both Plutarch and Pausanias are 
unusually explicit in describing how it came about that Munychia, 
the Museion, and Peiraieus were occupied,* we have no knowledge 
that Demetrios ever had garrisons in Attica in more than these 
three places. As the Museion was recovered in 287/6 B.C., Mu- 
nychia is alone left to be designated ra 4>povpia. Nor can we sup- 
pose with Wachsmuth* that Demetrios did occupy Salamis, Pa- 
nakton, and Phyle, although no record of such an occupation is 
extant ; for in the years 292/1, 291/0, and 290/89 B.C. we find not 
Macedonian but Athenian garrisons in Panakton, Phyle, and Eleu- 
sis.^ That ra ^povpia mean Munychia, Salamis, Sunion, etc., is 
unlikely, and indeed that Demetrios put a garrison in Salamis or 
Sunion, and left the other places unguarded, is as improbable as 
it is unattested. When Antigonos Gonatas, at the termination of 
the Chremonidean War, did garrison Salamis and Sunion, as 
well as the Museion and Munychia, we have explicit testimony 
to the fact.^ 

^ Wachsmuth, Die Stadt Athen, I, p. 620, n. i. 

* Wilamowitz, Phil. Unter. IV, p. 255 f. 

•Pint. Pyrrhos, XII ; cf. Unger, Phil. XXXVIII (1879), P- 476. 

* See above, p. 10 ; cf. C.I.A. II, 385, 1. 11 ; IV 2, 591 b, 1. 8 f. 
» Pint. Demet. XXXIV ; Paus. I, 25, 7. 

*Die Stadt Athen, I, p. 620, n. i. 

» C.I.A. IV 2, 614 b. 

■Pans, n, 8, 6 ; cf. Ill, 6, 6 ; C.I.A. IV 2, 591 b. 
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4. In or shortly before the month of June of the year 286 
or 285 B.C. (according to the current chronology) the gift of 
corn from Audoleon, King of the Paeonians, was landed in the 
harbours of the stale.^ Of course it may be urged that the peace 
made by Pyrrhos with Deinetrios' stipulated for the Athenians 
free use of the Peiraieus and Munychia for commercial purposes ; 
but we have no evidence that the Athenians were parties to this 
peace at all, and the least likely thing for a hostile garrison in the 
Peiraieus to do, would be to admit provisions into the revolted 
city. If tlie peace is held to have gained for Athens this privil- 
ege, how did the gift of corn from Sparlokos,' which according to 
the calculations of Unger' reached Athens long before the peace 
was made, get access to the city and that without any apparent 
difficulty ? Or if this is thought to be dated by Unger. Wilanio- 
witz, I,adek, Schtsclioukareff, Spaugeuberg, and others a yeartoo 
early, how came it that a like facility of admittance was found for 
the corn which the unprotected transport ships of Ptolemy* 
brought in the first month of the year 287/6 B.C., according to the 
chronology of Koehler, Schoeffer, Dittenberger, Droyseii, and 
others ? Before the storming of the Museion on the other hand, 
garrisons in Munychia and the Peiraieus could have had no rea- 
son for preventing the free entrance of provisions. 

The following passage from Plutarch has been cited to prove 
the continuation of Demetrios' garrisons in Athens after its re- 
volt ; o Si Aij/iTTptos iv rg roiaiirij ti!;(3 yeyovois (when made prison- 
ers by Seleukos in 285 B.C.) I'tetnt.iXt. toIi iripl tov uioi' koX toTs Jr«pi. 
' A&^va<i Kol l^apivGav ^gyt^crt Kal ^tkotfi //.^rt ypdii/uurtv aurou /i^rc 
a^payiSi TruTTCvav, oAA' <uirwtp Ttfli'ijKOTO! 'AvTiyoyif ris jrokas Koi Ta 
XoiTTo irpdyfiara Scm^uXarrttv.* The leaders of the pro-Demetrian 
party at Athens may be all that is meant, or the ^ytnovts may 

'C.I.A. 11,312. 

•Pint. Pyrrhos, XII; in May 286 B.C. according to Wilaraowitz (Phil, 
Unter. IV, p. 248). 

■C.I.A. 11, 3". 

*Phil. XXXVni {1879), p. 476. 

»C.I.A. IV 2, 309 b; in the fall of 386 B.C. Demetrios was sUU in control 
of the sea (Plut. Demet. XL VI). 

• Plut. Demet. LI. 
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L have been at Corinth and the i^iXai at Athens. Tas -naXa^ could 

' not include Athens on any interpretation. 

The situation at Athens after 296/5 B.C. may be summed up as 
follows: All parties rejoiced alike at their deliverance from the 
oppression of Lachares,' and with good reason, for the city was 
promised, and we now know actually obtained, complete auton- 
omy.^ Few however bore patiently the presence of the garrisons 
of Demetrios in Munychia and the Peiraieus. As a result the 
distinguished general Phaidros was sent on an embassy to De- 
metrios' enemy Ptolemy I,agos,' and an attack was actually 
planned against the garrison in the Feiraieus, but treachery caused 
it to fail.' The disclosure thereby made of the aims of the popu- 
lar leaders probably had something to do with the return in 
293/2 B.C. of Deinarchos and the other aristocrats who had sup- 
ported Demetrios of Phaleron.* It may have been in consequence 
of this attempt also that the Mnseion was garrisoned by De- 
metrios.' Then came the war with the Aetolians, during which 
the Athenians defended their territory from pillaging expeditions' 
by means of garrisons at Panakton, Phyle, andEleusis.' In 290/89 
Demetrios came to Athens, was received with ostentatious joy, 
and celebrated the Pythian games there. In the same year 
Demochares his inveterate opponent returned from exile. A 
vivid picture of the position and feelings of the Athenians during 
this year and the two which follow is presented to us in the de- 
crees.' Demochares was closely in touch with the kings op- 
po.sed to Demetrios, and had the people with him.'" He went in 

'Pausanias (I, 35. 7) uses of this event the phrase Aij^'iTpuii W A 'ktriyirQv 
Tvpivrat iXeuStpiiaat 'MTfralovI ctX. 
' Cf. besides the decrees quoted in n. 9 below, the Following passage from 
I C.I.A. II, 331, 1. 3S f. : nal Ti)r riXir lMuS4pai' (at SniMipaTauitirTiw aiT6rQiior 
npiSaiKty itai Toil p&novi Kvploui rats fie&' iavTin. 
•C.I.A. II, 331, I. J9. 

* Pans. I, 39, 10; Polyaen. V, 17. 
'Dion. Hal. De Dinarcho, IX— p. S51. 
'Pans. I, as, 7. 

' C.I.A. II, 331. 1. 35 ff. ; IV 2, 614 b, 1. 66 f. 

• See above under Lysias. 

•[Plut.] X Orat. Vitae, p. 8510; C.I.A. H, 311, 312, 314 ; IV 3,309 b. 
" He probably received the office Irl Tp Jiomijffei and so was able to re- 
[ trench the state expenses. The reason why he could hold this position and 
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person as ambassador to Lysimachos and Aatipatros, and brought 
home 150 talents of silver for the state. On bis motion an em- 
bassy went to Ptolemy and sot 50 talents. In addition embassies 
were sent to Pyrrhos' father-in-law. Audoleon King of the Pae- 
onians, and to Spartokos of Bithynia, and returned with gifts of 
provisions and congratulations on their independence — an inde- 
pendence to be i^ure with which it was not inconsistent for King 
Audoleon to promise that be mu. w to A.oiiro[v] irap«f«rffai yjidtui 
a-vvtpyiiiv \t^t'i ti r^v -rav Tiiipaiiiai KOfu[8^]v Kni Tijv rrji iraXtia<: 

i\i^SipC\jL\v, Wilamowitz remarks : ' ' miissen docli bedeuteiidere 
geldmittel und ein ziemlich durchdachter plan vorgelegen haben, 
als im soninier 287 die nachricht von deni sturz des Demetrios 
uach Athen kam und ein sofortiges auflammen der eniporuug 
zur folge hatte." ' Of these we now have plenty of evidence. 

Meanwhile the soldiers in the garrisons either did not attempt, 
or did not suffice to intimidate the people. The disaffection wilh 
Demetrios, which so signally manifested itself among the Mace- 
donian troops when Pyrrhos invaded their country in 288/7 B.C., 
was also prevalent among the men in garrison at Athens. Indeed 
Strombichos, one of the two captains, was on intimate terms with 
the Athenians, and when the citizens rose in arms under Olym- 
piodoros in 287/6 B C. , he deserted his fellow leader Spintharos and 
aided in the storming of the Museion.' The apathetic attitude of 
the garrisons' and the absence of Demetrios' explain the apparent 
boldness of the Athenians in carrying on negotiations with 



yet ifiX^' aiSeiiiar ipx'^' KaraXtXuKdrat toD Si)#uju is simply that the democracy 
was between 296-5 and 287-6 B.C. completely in control of the government. 

' Phil. Unter. IV, p. 205 ; cf. Uuger, Phil. XXXVIII (1879), p. 484 ff. 

'C.I.A. II, 317. 

'Cf. the expression used in CI.A, IV a, 371 c, I. 12 (246-48.0.) : [«]al 
»t«ioJi 3iarfH[\}tK(r {' Apirrdnaxos) To[ioi]^wii we[j>l r^i i]X(u[ff]e/if(n [t]oB 
S'/iitav TJjy d(iIo[Tt)]i' ^^ ira>T[l iraipji]. The garrisons in the Peitaieus. 
Salamis, Munychia, and Sunion did not succeed, at this time even, in 
stifling the expression of their desire for liberty. Nor did they prevent the 
Athenians from negotiating with Attalos I in 237-6 (C.I. A. II, 384), and 
with Ptolemy III in 234-3 (CI.A. II, 381}, and in 232-1 B.C. ('E*. 'Afix- 
1897, P- 42 fl., no. 13), both enemies of the Macedonian King. 

' It has been thought, on the basis of Plutarch, Demet. XLII, that Deme- 
trios was never in Athens after 190-89 B.C.. 
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Ptolemy and Lysi machos. It is noteworthy, however, that in 
none of the decrees of the years 290/89 and 289/8 B.C. is there the 
slightest reference to Demetrius. It is only in Aug. -Sept. of 
287/6 B.C., after the expulsion of De me trios from Macedou and 
before he had gathered his forces together again, that the Atheni- 
ans refer to him in terms that might he thought at all uncompli- 
mentary.' At the time at which the Museion was stormed, De- 
metrios was again formidahle. He at once moved into Attica to 
support his garrisons in Munychia and the Peiraieus, but the ad- 
vent of Pyrrhos with his powerful army forced him to retreat. It 
was mo.st probably at this time that he withdrew such of his troops 
as remained loyal to him at Athens ; for to leave them there, be- 
tween the citizens on the one hand and Pyrrhos on the other, 
would have been only to sacrifice them. We have sufficient 
proof that these places were evacuated. Otherwise the capture of 
Munychia and the Peiraieus, not that of the Museion alone, 
would have been cited in the list of Olj'mpiodoros' achievements. 
The most noteworthy service too, which Strombichos rendered to 
the city — indeed the only one singled out for specific commenda- 
tion — was his assistance in storming the Museion. Had Muny- 
chia and the Peiraieus been taken by force that fact would surely 
have been mentioned in our decrees' of the year 282/1 B.C. 

§5. Xenophon.' 286/5 B.C. 

In CI. A. II, 331, 1. 3off. we read as follows: x"P<iTO[Tjeei> 

(*a(8pos) UTTQ ToZ Sq^iou l-Jtl TQ OTtXa tTTpoTijyos Tov iviavrov TOV 
Ki/i(uvo! apxovTo'i StersXetrev aytut'ijofitvo! vic\p T^i Koii^! <ruiTi)piai 
irepHTTai'Ttui- T<1 jroAei Kaiprnv hvaxoXeiv Si.i.'j>vXaiiv r^v tipijvT/v T^ X'"P? 
iiro<fnUf6iJ.ti/0i act Ta KpariCTTa, KOi tov uitow Ik Ttji \<iipas 
rou; oXAov; Kapirom qltios iycytro titrKOfiurOijiiai aviJ.fiovX.ciJtrat 
Sijfuu <nirTe\e<rai (erasure of c. 38 letters) Kal t^v waKiv t\(v8ipa.v 
SijIiOKpaTOVfiimiv avTOVOfiov jrupeSuintv KOX TOUS vo/ious «u/jious TOis fu9' 
iauToi' (erasure of C. 51 letters) SiCTtXttn koI Xiyiav nal irpaTTiav aya.$m 

■I ^Burara virip tov Sj/fiou (erasure of c. 71 letters) x'Vorovrjflet 



>C.I.A. 11,314- 
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t4 fcXn »p«TO« fiwo TOJ S^flOU OTpaTTfJOt TOY jciaVTOf T0» ' 

ltp)(arT<K hutiXtat wivfa irpdrruv dxoAoi^wt Toi« T« vofuMt <t«i TXMf rijs 

yJovA^t Nat Tou Sijfiou i^iji^iofiamv (erasure of 4 or 5 lines) «■> iymt- 
0li)TT!i )(*ipoTon]$ti% !iTi Toi S'^fMV iwl Nutuni ipx^frot iwtfitXiffi^ ktA. 

The secretary for Xeiiophon's archonshtp is unknown. It is 
evident, however, tliat Xenophoii must fall between Kitnon 
(agi/o B.C.) and Nikias (jSj/i B.C.). This being the case, only 
986/5 and 384/3 B.C. ore possible for him. After S^/tou in the tenth 
line of the above quotation there was some reference to the King of 
MaccHon.as the excision of the passage shows. The erasure after 
lavrdv is of like significance.' Between 291/0 and 283/2 B C- we 
know ofonly one year, 287/6 B.C., in which events, of sufficient im- 
portance to mark it as the last of an era, and likely to involve the 
Athenians with the Macedonian King, took place. The impor- 
tant point, as Ditleiiberger has already seen,' is that Phaidros was 
the first person to be chosen general «Vi to ot-Xq after the year in 
which these events took place. 286/5 ^0. is therefore to be pre- 
ferred for XenophoD. 

$6. Urios.' 285/4 B,C. 

The secretary furnished by C.I. A. IV 2, 345c' belongs to the 
tribe Kekropis. The general determination of the date on the 
basix of the lettering and the fact that his year precedes the death 
of Epicurus in 271/0 B.C. limit this archon to the two years 285/4 
and 273/2 B.C. That the earlier dale is to be preferred is clear 
from the following statement in Philodenios :' im 8' 'laa£ov (288/7 
B.C.) fo' yiypatptv (Epicurus) ....tw ur... [iiri] S' Oi[p']iov 

' The tricndship between Athens and Antigonos Gonatas at the time this 
decree wan passed (c. a73 B.C.) led to the insenion of many passages, 
which in aoo B.C. the state, iii its anger at the house of Philip, excised, 

'Sylloge, i6*, note 16. 

' C.I. A. IV a, 345 C ; Usener, Epicurea, p. 134, note on 1. a. The restora- 
tion ' Euthioa ' is incorrect. 

* Here we learn that the people of Tenos in 285-4 B.C. renewed their fore- 
time intimacy with the Athenians. 

^ npaynnTtTat, Vol. Hercul.' 1. 139; cf. Usener, 1. c. Joh. E. Kirchner 
(Rhein. Mus. LIU (1898), p. 386 f.) on the evidence of Philodetnos alone 
assigns Urios to either 284-3 o"" 283-a B.C. See also Unger, Phil. XXXVIII 
(i879),p. 465. andGompen!, Hennea, V (1S71), p. 395. 
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Awvrd vpoyp&lia.\y]rt<i, iraXi^yl 8e koX '"EnriKavpai [irpas] M.iOp^v. The 

conjunction of Urios and Isaios is not tlie on!y indication of date. 
The mention of the name Mithras is also significant.' As a result 
of a correspondence carried on with this individual it was, says 
Diogenes I,aertius,' maliciously asserted of Epicurus that he 

" Mi'flpTjv o.ltT)(pia% Ko\a.Ki.vci.v Toc /^viTipaxov StOtKIJTqi', ^1* TQl! fiTiOToAats 

inuara Kal avaKTo. KaXaavTo.." Obviously had these letters been writ- 
ten after the murder of Lysimachos in 281/0 B.C. there would have 
been no occasion for the accusation that he paid shameless court 
to a king's favourite. 

§ 7. Telokles.' 284/3 B.C. 

The approximate date of this archon is indicated by the fact 
that NiKOKpoTTjs 'Apx(/ia;^ov ti^aitv';, who was a senator in Telokles' 
year, made a motion at an assembly of ^uXeVai in Isaios' year 
(288/7 B.C.) ' If Gomperz has correctly restored the following 
Philodenios fragment/ Telokles must be assigned to 284/3 B.C. : 
Ktti TO jrpo! Ml [flpav] «jrc Ti;[Xo]'(A.[<']ous. A letter from Epicurus to 
Mithras cannot well be dated later than 281/0 B.C. and before that 
year 284/3 B.C. is alone unoccupied. In place of Mi[tfpai'], how- 
ever, Usener writes M[Ei'].° Mus was a slave of Epicurus and sur- 
vived his master.' Accordingly on the basis of the Philodemos' 
fragment we cannot do more than say that Telokles was archon 
in one of the vacant years before 271/0 B.C. But C.I-A. IV a, 
I 318c enables us to define him with greater exactness. Foucart, 
[ whom Koehler follows,' dates this decree in Telokles' archonship. 



n, 



Plut. Adv. Colot. 33, 3 ; non posse suaviter 1 

X, 4 and 3& : cf. Huebner, Diog. Laert. IV, p. 507. 



S ; Diog. Laert. 



' C.I.A. IV a, 318 c (Wilhelm has made some further, as yet unpublished, 
I additions to this inscription) ; Add. 318 c; II, 115S; Philodemos, quoted 
I by Gompen, Z. f. 6. G. XVII {1S66), p. 694, and by Usener, Epicurea, 
I P- 134. 

* C.I.A. II, 1158 (Koehler's note), 567. 
'Z. f. 6. G. XVII (1866), p. 694. 

• Epicurea. p. 134. 

' Diog. Laert. X, 3, 10 ; Gell. N. A. II, 18 ; Macrob. Sat. I, 11, 42. 
'C.I.A. IV 2 Add. 318 c. p. 396. This is the weakest point: it is not 
I certain that Telokles should be restored in C.I.A. IV a, 318 c. 
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Assuming this to be correct, then Telokles must have been archon 
before z8o B.C.. i.t., before tlie death of Seleukos Nikator ; for in 
his archoiiship an Athenian, Komeas by name, went on an em- 
bassy to the king on liehalf ofthe Kleruchs of I,emnos.' But ou 
the testimony of Phylarchos,' Koehler determines tlial until the 
battle of Korupedion the Island of I,emnos was under the thumb 
of Lysimachos, and could therefore have sent an ambassador to 
Seleukos only ill the year 281 B.C.' Telokles, however, cannot 
have been archon in any year between 283/2 and 278/7 B.C., nor 
can C.I. A. IV 1. 318c have been passed in 281/0 B.C. ; for the 
secretary in 2ar/o B.C. h.id in his name twenty-six letters.' where- 
as in C.I. A. IV 2, 3t3c the name of the secretary occupied only 
twenty-one spaces. Moreover at the time the decree was passed 
the Athenians had control of the island of Lemnos, By them the 
decree of the Kleruchs had to be ratified and, as during the fourth 
century, an Athenian hipparch was stationed there. It was as 
representative of Athenian interests consequently that the hip- 
parch Komeas negotiated with King Selenkos. This certainly 
does not accord with the situation at I^mnos when Seleukos 
intervened in or about 281 B.C. From 281 until 229 B.C. 
Lemnos remained independent of Athens.' Only before Lysi- 
machos got possession of the island can we explain the circum- 
stances under which our decree was passed. Unfortunately we 
do not know when this happened, nor do we know when the 
Athenians recovered Lemnos after they lost it in 317 B.C. Koeh- 
ler, with mnch probability, concludes that it was in 307/6 B.C.* 
Whether it remained with Athens between 296/5 and 287/6 B.C. 
is unknown. At any rate there is a strong probability that, when 
in 285/4 S-C- the people of Tenoswere re-admitted to the right of 



■ C-I.A. IV a. 318 c, frg. d, 1. 22 fl. 
•Athen. VI, 254 ^■ 

•NotetoCI.A. IV 2. 318 c. 

* C.I.A. IV 2, 331 b, and below p. 22, \ g. 

' Athen. VI, 254 f. ; lor the history of I,eE 
(1876}, p. 261 ft. 

" Cf. C.I.A. II, 284, and 268 which Wilhelm {Jahreshefte d. 6. arch. Inatit. 
in Wien, I ( 1898), Beiblatt Sp. 47), joins with C.I.A. IV 2, 264 c. 



; Koehler, Mitth. I 
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laarikaa. with Athens,' I^emnos was already Athenian. Nothing 
therefore stands in the way of our ascribing Telokles to 284/3 
B.C., to which year he must belong if he precedes 280 B.C. 

§ 8. Menekles' and Nikias 'Orpiwtus." 283/2-282/1 B.C. 

C.I. A. II, 316, 1. 7 f, shows that Menekles immediately pre- 
ceded Nikias 'Orpuveus. Under the latter of the two were passed 
C.I. A. II, 317 and 318. These contain references to the 
storming of the Museioii, and were passed during the lifetime of 
Strombichos, one of Demetrios' captains in Athens between 
296/g and 287/6 B.C. The secretaries for both ihese archons are 
known and give us as possibilities 283/2, 282/1 B.C. and 259/8, 
258/7 B.C.' Between these the evidence of C.I.A. II, 317 and 
318 can leave us no choice whatever ; for it is utterly inconceiva- 
ble that 29 years elap.sed between the rendering of the services by 
Strombichos and the passing of these decrees commending them. 
Moreover in C.I.A. II, 316, 1. 12 it is stated that the Athenian 
ephebes garrisoned the Miiseion during Menekles' year', whereas 
we know" that in 259/8 B.C. the Museion was in the possession 
of the soldiers of Antigonos Gonatas. Further it is asserted by 
Wilamowitz' that the peculiar angular lettering of tlie decrees of 
these two archonships is shared by C.I.A. II, 320. Hence he 
concludes that C.I.A. II, 320 belongs to one of these two years. 
This decree, however, is a bestowal of citizenship on Bithys' a 
courtier of King Lysimachos and hence was passed prior to 281/0 
B.C.' 

' C.I.A. IV 2, 345 c ; cf. above p. ag, n. 4. 

'C.I.A. II, 315. 316; IV 2, 614 c. 

•C.I.A. II, 316, 317, 31S, 331, 1. 33 f., 614, 1. 6, 129c ; IV 2,318b. 

' 271-0 and 270-69 B.C. are excluded because 271-0 B.C. is already occu- 
pied by Pytharalos ; see below p. 44. 247-6 and 246-5 B. C. are altogether 
out of the question. 

' For another reference (f) to the war which took place in this year see C. 
I. A. II, 341, 1. 15. A garrison of Athenians was also stationed at Kleusis ; see 
C.I.A. IV 2, 614 c. Antigonos Gonatas was probably concerned in it ; see 
C.I.A. II, 331, i. 47 ff. 

'Paus. II, 8, 6; ni, 5, 6; Euseb. II, p. no; cf. Gilbert, Gk. Const. 
Antiq. ET. p. 161 and n. 4 ; Holm, ET, IV, p. 199 and p. 207 ff. 

' Phil. Unter. IV, p. 246 ; ct. Ditt. Syll. 144, note i. 

■Athen. VI, 49; XIV, 3. 

•See also below \ 16. 
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g 9. Aristonymos.' 281/0 B.C. 

An epistle of Epicurus is dated in Aristonymos' arclionship. 
Since Epicurus died in 271/0 B.C., and the secretary for Aristony- 
mos' year belongs to the tribe Anligonis, Aristonymos must have 
been archon in 281/0 B.C. This is the name therefore that must 
be restored in the preamble of C.I. A. II, 614, ; for tliis decree was 
passed in the arcUonship of Nikias' successor. 

§ 10. Gorgias." 280/79 B.C. 

Plutarch places G'Tgias in the tenth year before Pytharatos, 
i.e.. before 271/0 B.C.' His year is therefore 280/79 B'C. 

§ ir. Anaxikrates^ and Demokles.' 279/8-278/7 B.C. 

These archons are dated by Pausauias in the second and third 
year.s respectively of the I2sth olympiad, i.e., iu 279/8 and 278/7 
B.C. The statement of Diogenes Laertius that Metrodoros' death 
occurred seven years before that of his master Epicurus 
(271/0 B.C.), when supplemented by the testimony of Philodemos 
that Metrodoros died in Demokles' archouship, vouches for the 
correctness of Pauaauias' assertion. 

§ 12. (.)... laios.' 277/6 B.C.? 

A letter was written by Epicurus in this arclionship. It there- 
fore belongs somewhere between 278/7 and 271/0 B.C. 

§ 13. Kleomachos.' 276/5 B.C. ? 

At the time of Kleomachos' archonship the tribe Ptolemais had 
not yet been created. The possibilities allowed by the secretary's 
tribe are 276/5 and 240/39 B.C. For 252/1 B.C. Thersilochos is a 
preferable candidate. In two inscriptions, one belonging to the 
middle* and the other to the latter half of the fourth century, 

' C.I.A. IV 2, 331 b ; II, 614 ; Uaener, Epicurea, p. 134. 
' [Plut.] X Orat. Vitae, p. 847 D. 
'See below ^ 17. 

*C.I.A. II, 1193; Pau9. X, 23, 14. 

'C.I.A. II, 321 ; IV 2, 615 b ; Pans. X, 33, 14; Usener, Epicurea, p, 368 ; 
cf. Gomperz, Hermes, V (1871), p. 387. 
•Usener, Epicurea, p. 134. 
'C.I.A. II, 336- 
» C.I.A. II, 870. 
'C.I.A. II, 1028. 
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there are found the names of two persons, one of whom may be the 
father of the fourth trv^irpotSpos and the other the father of the 
secretary of C.I.A. II, 336. If this is so, there exists a slight 
reason for preferring the eariier year for Kleomadios, 

§ 14. Polyeuktos' and Hicron.' 275/4-274/3 B.C. 

That Polyeuktos and Hierou held office in the order given is 
shown by C.I.A. IV 2, 323b. In the earlier year, on the thirtieth 
of the gth prytany, the Athenians passed a decree accepting the 
invitation of the Aetolians to take part in the Soteria, niubicdt and 
gymnastic games which they were instituting in commemoration 
of the repulse of the barbarians from the sanctuary of Apollo at 
Delphi.' A Chian decree of similar purport, passed hke the 
Athenian in the generalship of Charixenos in Aetolia, was found 
by the French at Delphi. It isthonght too that a sepulchral vase 
from Alexandria bears the epitaph of a Delphian who died while 
at the court of Ptolemy Philadelphus for the purpose of extend- 
ing a similar invitation to him. 

In 279/8 B.C. the Gauls were driven with great lo.ss from 
Delphi : in the following year bands of them still roved through 
Greece' : in 277/6 B.C. their last inroad was checked by An- 
tigonos Gonatas,' but not until their main body had got defi- 
nitely settled in Central Asia Minor" could Greece feel secure. 

The secretaries demand for Polyeuktos and Hieron the years 
275/4 ^"^ 274/3 B.C. Since it was in the latter part of the year 
275/4 B.C. that the request was made at Athens, it is likely that 
it was not tilt the following year that the Soteria were first cele- 
brated. Indeed if as is probable, the Soteria were held in the 
month Bukatios (Metageitnion) at the same time as the Pythia 
and under the same presidency as the Pythia, it was with peculiar 

•C.I.A. II, 322, 323, 324; Ditt. Syll. 150. 

' C.I.A. IV 2, 323 b ; tor the genera! location of Polyeuktos see Dumont, 
Essai, p. 30. 

■ 4^i;(f ij«o [r^t oirSr eitt^eioA is\!iX r 
Pap^dpout Toil [^iri!rr()or«iiirH»Tat <]t1 t4 I 
'EXXilpur Kat i[itt tdi)i 'E\\)|vai]. 

'C.I.A. n, 321. 

''XXV. 2; cf. Thiriwall, VIII, p. 72. 

• In about 275 B.C. according to Holm, ET, IV, p. 96, 
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appropriateness that they should have been instituted in the 
third year of an olympiad. That this was the case Pomlow's 
plausible restoration of the Chian decree above rererred to — 

yivtxt\$a.t ht ii.% TO AtMiroc] t^v :a7ro8<t£iv Totv Stuipuv Had' iKarrTijv 
TrarratTTipL&a oto-v ic[a! oi tJs to Uv$ia Ka.6iar']mvTaj.—goes far to prove.' 
Hence the gauies to commemorate the defeat of the Gauls at 
Delphi were instituted only when all the states composing the 
Amphictyonic League could breathe freely again. The pre- 
ceding Pythia came in the midst of the danger. 

But the Soteria were a peiiteteris", and on one known occasion 
(197/6 B.C.) were held in the fourth year of an olympiad. 
Therefore the first celebration must have been in 277/6 B.C. So 
scholars have reasoned, following Dittenberger'. But Ditten- 
berger himself has shown that in the time in which this 'one 
known occasion ' falls, the Soteria were no longer a quadrennial 
but an annual festival. He therefore withdrew his statement 
that the games came in the fourth year of an olympiad '. Further 
it is now pretty evident that the Soteria were never a penteteris 
at all; for, since Ditteuijerger's Sylloge appeared, Reisch" and 
Pomtow° have shown that the 'one known occasion' is not 
known, and that in place of being in the year 197/6 B.C-, it be- 
longs in the neighborhood of 270 B.C. What the Chians do, when 
they accept the invitation extended by the Aetolians. is to select 
theoroi xaS' (Kaa-r-ijv iraTacTijplSa for the included years not for 
each fourth year. Few, however, have noticed these facts and 
the 'earlier assertion of Dittenberger forms the basis for dating 
the Alexandrian vase inscription referred to. This reads as fol- 
lows : L @ %taTiiiiv Kkioivot AeX^os Otiopo^ ra Siunjpia IwavyiWiiv ■ Sti 
©toSoTOu ayapaiTTov.'' The only 9th year of any Ptolemy, which 

' Fasti Delphici, N. Jahrb. f. cl. Phil. CXLIX (1894), p, 505 ff, 

' Ditt. Syll. 150, 1. 29. 

' Ibid. 149, note I. 

'Ibid. 404, note I, p. 593. 

° De musicis Graecorum certaminibus, 1885, p. 88 ff. 

" Fasti Delphici, 1. c. 

'Merriam, A. J. A. I (18S5), pp. 22 and 30 ff. ; Strack, Rhein. Mus. LlII 
(1898), p. 413, n. i; Wilckea, Gott. gel. Anz. 1895, p. 142; N&outsoa- 
Bey, Rev. Arch. Ill, 10 (1887), p. 64 and L'ancienae Alesandrie, p. 113 f. 
The latter places the epitaph in Energetes' reign. 
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was at the same time the fourth of ad olympiad, was 277/6 B.C. 
in Philadelphiis' reign. Therefore, we are told, Sotion was one 
of those who came to Alexandria to announce the institution of 
the Soteria. Since the Soteria did not to our knowledge fall 
exclusively in the fourth year of an olympiad, it is evident that 
this dating has no foundation whatever,' inasmuch as theoroi 
were customarily sent round to proclaim the celebration of festi- 
vals not their institution only.' 

The sacrifice which the overseers of the mysteries for Polyeuk- 
tos' year made in behalf of King Antigonos shows tliat the com- 
mon danger arising from the Ginls had temporarily brought the 
Athenians and Macedonians together ' Pyrrhos had not yet 
seized Macedon. 



§15. Eubulos.* 273/2 B.C. : 
C.I.A. H, 331, 1, 54 £f. ri 



Bva^v ktK. — Kai uoT[epoi'] 

evident that some years 

and Eubulos. The insc 

which was passed in Eubulos' archonsh 

mediately following, certainly belongs to 



follows : tat dy6>voS(( )ti;s 



v^ovXau ap}(arTOi (mvciT(fi.cKTj6-i} ktK. It IS 

itervened between Nikias (282/1 B.C.) 

ption from which I have just quoted, 

I the year ira- 

in which the 



' 111 the year in question there was a great concourse of theoroi to Alex- 
andria (Merriam, p. 32). The names of both the Egyptian and Macedonian 
months were used in dating a document — a custom which is more in accord 
with the fashion of the third than of the second Ptolemy (Mahafiy, Empire 
of the Ptolemies, p. 206). The great fSte of 239/8 B.C., the 9th year of 
Eaergetea' reign would well explain the presence of so many theoroi 
(Strack, Die Dynastic der Ptolemaer, p. 237 ft. ; N6routsos-Bey, Rev. Arch. 
I. c). In the Class. Rev. XIII { 1899), p. 78, n. 2, Dr. A. WUhelm says : " I 
have to thank Mr, H. Pomtow for kindly informing me that he considers 
Zurlar {sic) RX^upoi as a brother of Uailvr KX^umii, named QS maiiumis- 
sor (lie) in an inscription from Delphi (Wescher-Foucart, Inscriptions de 
Delphea 159) and as living therefore in the first half of the second century 
B.C." 

' Haussoullier B.C.H. V (1881), p. 313. 

■ C.I.A. IV 2, 323 b ; cf. II, 307, 1. 10 fl., 374. 1. 6 ff.p Add. Nov. 373 b, 1. 
14 ft.; IV 2, 374 d. 

•C.I.A. II, 3^9. 331.1. 58, 1141. 
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Athenians were on particularly good terms with Antigonos 
Gonatas. The number of excisions proves that much. It prob- 
ably, therefore, preceded the year of Pyrrhos' death (272/1 B.C.), 
inasmuch as the power falling to Antigonos in consequence of 
that event speedily dissatisfied the Greek states. Within the in- 
terval the most likely vacant year is 273/2 B.C. That the most 
friendly relations existed between Athens and Antigonos in 
275/4 and 274/3 B-C. we know from C.I. A. IV 2, 323b.' 271/0 B.C. 
is already occupied and the formidable league formed in 267/6 B.C." 
against Antigonos, of which the Athenians were the head, makes 
it unlikely that in 269 or 268 B.C. Antigonos was their good 
and honored friend. Of the two years 273/2 and 272/1 B.C. the 
earlier is perhaps preferable. In harmony with this date are the 
following name identifications : One of the senators for Eubulos' 
year' was ^aXKiKpixip [n]«0i.8^\ou KoUrroJs. His father is the 
nvtfc^BijAos KoXXvTtvi of C.l.A. II, ro20 (c. 330 B.C.).' So also 
the father of the man who made the motion in C.I. A. II, 329 
[5[j/ios 'EiriKparou AiSuXt8))s is probably the 'EiriKpaTijs AitfoXiSjjs of 
C.I. A. II, 1020. Among the SunT^rm' for 325/4 B.C.'' was 
"Eiriy tV)j! 'Ep^^Hi)!, the grandfather perhaps of the senator "Ejrtye'vjj? — 
'Bpx'ei's of Eubulos' year. Among the Halaieis in c. 350 B.C.' 
was ["Afliivjimros •A[0],j[vi>5r<iu, the father or grandfather of the 
senator 'AfljjkHrn-os 'AflTjviJTirou 'AXateus of Eubulos' year. The secre- 
tary for 302/1 B.C.' 'HUbiv ®toSvipov UkwBtiJt was a senator in 
Eubulos' year. For Aiortjios MtXav$iov *iXaiSi;s see below, p. 32, 
and far the two sons of Polyeuktos of Phegaia see below, p. 27. 
The Miviov 'Axapvciji of C.I. A. II, 331, I. 100 occurs again in the 
decree of Arrhenides' archonship (263/2 B.C.) preserved by Di- 
ogenes Laertius.' 



' See above p. 25. 

' See below p. 28. 

'C.I.A. 11,329. 

•Milth. V(i8S<j),p. 346. 

"C.I.A. 11,943. 

■C.I.A. II, 1208, 1. 20. 

' C.I.A. II, 269, 370 : IV 2, 369 b, c. 

» VII, 12 ; cf. Ditt. Syll. p. 251, note 26. 
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g 16. Philoncos.' 272/1 B.C.? 

The paidotribes for Ihe ephebes in Phitoneos' archoiiship was 
"Ep/idSwpo^ "EopTiou ' Kya-pytv^. In Menekles' year* (283/2 B.C.), 
and in Polyeuktos' year" (275/4 B.C.) lie filled the same office. 
His son was an ephebe in Philoneos' year. Among the senators 
for Eubulos' arclioiiship' {273/2 B.C.?) were Xat[p]*crTpaToi TitiKv- 
([uJktou and 'Am^Sv noA.ut[u]«T-ou both *i)ya«Ts. One of the 
ephebes for Philoneos' year was IIoAwvktos 'A — tos *jjyQi(u'(s), 
The number of letters in hi.s father's name is uncertain, but judg- 
ing from the certain completion of the tribe-name IIui'[Siovt8]oi 
which must be made in the line immediately following, 
'A[vti^uiv]tos would suit the lacuna admirably. Among the thes- 
mothetai'for 221/0 B.C. was EJhkos 2[^7iT(nos)] who, no doubt, 
is the ephebe EJkkos 'A[ - - 2]*jJttids of C.I. A. 11, 338, just as 
the king-archon' for 229/8 B.C. AiiTjui'Sjjfios 2uT(aX^TTios) is the 
ephebe AI[i']))(rtSjj/jos ' kya.%aKkiov% 2i™t[A.^t(tios) of Philoneos' year. 
A grandson of T«[o-]«is *<..««£So« 'EXtwrno^ of C.I. A. II, 338 is 
to be recognized perhaps in the TtccriM 'EXtuo-mos of 183/2 B.C.' 
All these data point to the neighborhood of 275 B.C. for Plijlo- 
neos, and he may be provisionally assigned to 272/1 B.C. 

I 17. Pytharatos.' 271/0 B.C. 

Diogenes Laertius says that Epicurus died in this archonship, 
in the second year of the one hundred and twenty -seventh 
olympiad, i. e., in 271/0 B.C. 

§ 18. Philokratea.' 268/7 B.C. 

In one oftheHerculaiiean fragments we read:'" To[v n]o[A£/wuva] 
Kara StXoKpQTiji' <yXi?re[(i'j tov ^Cov. 'AvTi'yovos 8[i] y[p]o<fi«, 8[ioJti 

'C.LA. II, 337, 33H. "C.I.A. 11,316. 

* C.I.A. II, 324 ; cf. also II, 339, 340, 341 ? 

'C.I.A. 11, 319. 'C.I.A. 11, 859, 1. 40. 

•C.I.A. II, Ss9. frg. d, 1. 6. 'C.I.A. II, 983, col. I, 1. 58. 

" C.I.A. II, 1192, 1293 ; Diog. Laert. X, 15 ; [Plut.] X Orat. Vitae, pp. 847 
D, 851 D ; Cic. De Fato, 9. 

' C.I.A. II, 278, 1332 ; IV I, 331 c ; Gomperz, Jeiiaer Literatur. 1875, p. 
603, note ; Suidas s.v. Tldhiiiuir- ■tiMrTpiroa fl *l^o^p^i^ouI. 

"Gomperz, 1. c. ; cf. Schtschoukarefl, Ath. Archons, p. jiBj ; Cornell 
Studies, VII (1898), p. 60. 
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n[o}A.ffii(ur[K Ti[Ai]eu[rj^(TavTW a [Kparji^s SiafBJeiafio'os [t^v Si Jot- 
f>[^[^]v KOI Kp(0c[it aftot erjiwt r[^]s ^ye^oi'ui[s, rSi' (rn(]piiiv \jiX\v 
avTov - . Under the year 268/7 B.C. in llie Latiii version of 
Eusebius' is fouiicJ : Poleiiio filosofus moritur post quein Arche- 
silas et Crates clori habentiir. Under the same year the Greek 
version' has ; IloXt'/iiuv Si'^o-kh 6 ^iXdwo^os fit^' ov 'AXteVae ml 
Kparijs ynupifoFrai. Under the year 273/2 B.C. the Armenian ver- 
sion' has a similar notice. The secretary for Philokrates" year 
being from the tribe Demetrias the best attested location of 
Polemon's death is undoubtedly correct. 
§ ig, Peithidemos.* 267/6 B.C. 

In this archonship the alliance formed by the Athenians with 
Areus I of Sparta and his allies, to cooperate with Ptolemy 
Philadelphns in resisting the aggressions of Antigonos Gonatas, 
was raiified at Athens. Xpt^iww'Sijs 'ErcoKXcout AldaXi^, the lead- 
ing spirit in the war,' made the motion to that effect in the 
assembly there. The time of the war is defined by the fact that 
the death of Areus took place while it was still in progress.* 
Areus succeeded to the throne of Sparta in 309/8 B-C. and reigned 
44 years,' His death therefore occurred in 265/4 B.C. It was 
not till after the death of Pyrrhos in the late fall of 272/1 B.C.' that 
it was possible for this war to get under way. Hence the limits 
within which Peithidemos was archon are 270/69 and 265/4 B.C.* 
Of the years in this interval 270/69 and 269/8 are decidedly too 
early; for in 263 B.C. Athens was still being besieged": 268/7 
B-C- is already occupied: 266/5 B.C.. though preferred by 



'Euseb. p. lii. 
' Ihid. p. i». 

• Ibid. ; cf. Ijelow p. ag, 
•C.I.A. 11,33^.333; Cf, IV ..333. 
' Hegesnndros, in Athen. VT, ijof. 

• PluE. Agis. m : Just. XXVI. 3 and Prol. XX\T ; cf. Pans. III. 6. 
' Diod. XX. i9. 

'Clinton, F.H. 11, p. 338 = tqa, a. t 

• RtuiKaM. AnL hell. 453. 

"Adiuios, frit. 11 : cf. Diod. XXIU. 7; Wachsmuth, Die Stadt Attaen. I. 
p. 6aS. n, ». 
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Dittenberger, ' is rightly rejected by Koeliler* as too near the 
death of Areus to be the year in which the Greek states united to 
ward ofF the expected attack of Antigoiios. Tlie war had been in 
progress for a considerable time before Areus was killed. 267/6 
B.C. is therefore much the more probable date for Pel thi demos.' 

I 20. Diognetos.' 264/3 B'^- 

The calculations of Boeckh.' by which Diogiietos was assigned 
to 264/3 B-C, are amply confirmed by the new fragment of the 
Parian Chronicle.' The arguments of those who would assign 
Arrhenides to 364/3 ^'C are considered under the head of the 
archon following. 

§ 21. Arrhenides.' 263/2 B.C. 

In this archonship Zeno the founder of the Stoic school died. 
Hieronymos ascribes that event to the year of Abraham 1753,° 
which, as Johannes Toepffer* pointed out, coincides with the 
Attic year 263/2 B.C The Armenian version of Eusebius" 
assigns it to 268/7 B.C., but the same authority assigns the death 
of Polemon to 273/2 B.C. which certainly happened in 268/7 B.C.; 
so, however it may have come about, the death of Zeno" is, like 
the death of Polemon, placed exactly five years too early. The 
testimony of the Armenian version is therefore indirectly in favor 
of 263/2 B.C. for Arrhenides. Nevertheless several scholars" 
have preferred the year 264/3 B.C. for the reason that Hierony- 
mos ascribes the death of Zeno to ol. lag, I. This he undoubtedly 

' Hermes, 11 {1S67), p. 306; cf. however p. 301. 
'NotetoC.I.A. II, 33J. 

' For the literature on the Chremonidean war see Holm, ET. IV, p. 207 f. 
' C.I.G. 2374, 1. 3 ; C.I.A. IV 2. 333 b. 
'C.I.G. H, p. 30s f. 

'Mitth. XXII (1897), p. 183 ft; cf. p. 184, n. i. 
'Diog. Laert. VII, 10 ; C.I.A. 11, 335 ; cf. IV 2, 325. 
'Euseb. II, p. 131. 
'Griech. Alter, p. ro6 ff. 
"Euseb. IT, p. 120. 
" See above p. 28. 

"Wilamowitz, Phil. Unter. IV. p. 253; Rohde, Rhein. Mus. XXXIII 
(1878), p. 622 ff. ; Suseinihl, N. Jahrb. f. cl. Phil. (1882), p. 744, n. 39. 
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does, but, apart from the fact that Diognetos certainly occupied 
that year, the year of Ahraham and the year of the olympiad 
given by Hieroiiyraos do not coincide : one must be wrong. 
Then there comes in the fnrtlier consideration that the successor 
of Zeiio, Kleanthes, was head of the school for thirty-two years' 
and died in Jason'sarchonship.' Thirty-two years from 264/3 B.C. 
take us to 232/t B.C. in which year Antiphilos was archon ; 
thirty-two years from 263/2 B.C. take us to 231/0 B.C. and that 
year alone of those betweeu 237/6 and 337/6 B C. lacks an 
archon.' It is true that the birth of Kleanthes is assigned on 
good authority to Aristophanes' archonship (331/0 B.C.)' and 
that he is said to have lived ninety-nine years ; but the ninety- 
nine comes from less trustworthy source.'^'' than the other data. 
He may have been born in the latter part of 331/0 B.C. and have 
lived slightly over ninety-nine years, or tlie year of his birth may 
have been assigned by some one who careles.sly calculated ninety- 
nine years back from Jason.* 

§ 22. Olbios.' 259/8 B.C. 

The secretary belongs to tlie tribe Aiantis. In C.I. A. II, 
602 — ^a decree of the Mesogeoi passed in the year of Olbios or in 
that of his successor — the motion was made by Amynomachos, 
son of Philokrates, of Bate, whom we know as one of the heirs and 
executors of Epicurns." Amynomachos was accordingly in his 

'Gompen, Rhein. Mus. XXXIV (1879), p. 154 ff. Gomperz and Meier 
(Commen. Epig. p. 8> ff. ) resort to tbe desperate expedient of supposing a 
public funeral decreed and a tomb built for Zeno before liis deatli ( Diog. 
Laert. VII, 11 ; cf. Toepffer, Griech. Alter, p. 106 fl.). 

' Comparetti, Papiro Ercolaiiese inedito. Riv. di Filo. cl. Ill ( 1875), col. 
XXVIII f. p. 502 f. ; ct. Gomperz, Jenaer Literatur. (1875), p. 605. 

» See below \ 39 fT. 

*Rohde, i. c. 

'Lucian, Macrob. 19; Val. Max. VIII, 7, extr. ir, 

* Cf . Gomperz, J. L. p. 605 : Tritt die letztere, vorlaufig minder werthvolle 
Nachricht mit positiver Bestimmtheit auf, so ist die erstere vielleicEt das 
Ergebniss einer Rechnung, — ist docb das Gebtutsjahr bedeutender Menscben 
aus tiabeliegenden Griinden oft um so vieles unsicberer als die Zeit ibres 
Todes. 

'c.r.A. ir, 602; rva, 345 b. 

' Diog. Laert. X, 16. 
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I prime in 271/0 B.C. The tribe of the secretary allows us the 

I choice of two years, 259/8 and 247/6 B. C. Of these the earlier is 

I preferable. 

§ 23. Kallimcdes' and Thersilochos." 254/3 ^^^^ 252/1 B.C. ? 
The secretaries show that one year came between these two and 

' give us as possibilities 254/3, 252/1 and 242/1, 240/39 B.C. ; for 
C.I. A. II, 308 and 307 (IV 2, 307 b) show that we have to do 
with an ordinary year of twelve prytanies only. To decide be- 
tween these two pairs of years is difficult. Two facts bearing 
Upon a decision may be noticed : (1) Lines 8 and 9 of C.I. A. II, 

306 read as follows : [ orjparos 7nir-^[p ] ^atriXiias 

^■q^rfTfilav ]. Asfarasonemayjiidge.it is here said that 

the father of the person eulogized in the decree did some services 
to Athens during the reign of Denietrios Poliorlcetes, If the de- 
cree was passed in 254/3 B.C., thirty-four, if in 243/1 B.C., forty- 
six years had already elapsed since Denietrios was driven from the 
throne. The shorter interval is preferable. Two years after the 
withdrawal of the Macedonian garrison from the Museion is a 
likely time at which to find the father of Antigonos mentioned in 
an honorary decree. (2) In Thersilochos' archonship a disagree- 
ment between Athens and the Confederation of Boeotia was re- 
ferred for arbitration to the city of Lamia.' Of this I can make 
no use. 
§24. Diogeiton.' 248/76,0. 

In C.I. A. 11 Add. Nov. 352 b, in which this archoH is found. 
the motion was made by ' Axpon/xos kXir-^la-a 'lKtip«ui, This indi- 
vidual' appears among the dedicators to Asklepios mentioned in 
an inscription drafted in 228/7 B.C. In it the donations are 
grouped according to the years of the priests in which they were 

I given.* There are extant the lists for fifteen years out of what 

'C.I.A. II, 306, 307. 
'C.I.A. 11,307.308; IV a, 307 b, c. 
> C.I.A. II, 3(^ ; IV 2, 308 b ; cf. 373 h. 
* C.I.A. U Add. Nov. 352 b. 

'C.I.A. II, 836, lines 80 and 87 ; cf. IV 2, 1 190 band Merriam, 7th Annual 
I Rep. of the Am. Sch. at Athens, p. 85 I. 

■See Girard and Martha, B.C.H. II (1878), p. 441 f- 
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seems to me to be a possible of about twenty.' In the decree 
which authorized the making of the catalogue the object set forth 

was, omrt oSc mii T\ ^oiiX[^ jtai o B^/iOV r]^ tfof KaSdirtp wu 

TTpoT^tpoy — ], This I take to mean that a custom suspended 
during the Macedonian occupation of the city was to be revived. 
The list perhaps began after the Chrenionidean war ended. The 
third priest remaining in the catalogue was Ait<riK[\]^e 5in™AiJrT(u)s) 
who is certainly to be identified with the (Uopricmjs of Philoneos' 
year (272/1 B.C. ?). So one of the dedicators during the priest- 
ship of Lysikles' predecessor was Aioti/io! *tAafSijs, one of the sen- 
ators in Eubulos' year' (273/2 B.C.?). One of the ex-priests 
mentioned in the list was 'Apx'tX^'! Aa«aS(j)s).' The hieropoios 
for Lysiades' archonship (166/5 B.C.?), 'Ap^iKX^^ A.aKidSip,* was 
perhaps his grandson. One of the dedicators during the fifih 
extant priestship was Su>y tnj9 'Orpi^vtus),' the father perhaps of 
' AroKKoSiopo-i ^aiytvoa 'Orpvvtoq who was among the contributors in 
228/7 B. C The thirteenth extant office-holding priest Upaiirikip 
{Tt/jLdpxov) Ei/itiT(i'Sjjs),' in whose year 'AKpoTifun was ra/uos, has 
been identified by Kirchner'with the npaiirJAijs who in 228/7 B.C. 
made a contribution. The ©eoyeVjjs ' kp.<)>iTpo-ir(^6(v) who in the fif- 
teenth and last extant priestship" made a dedication is probably 
the grandson of the tiri/«Ai;r^? wopir^'; for 282/1 B.C.'", Bcayiv^t 
IIiKreiSioi'uni 'AptfurpmrijSti'. The dedication of Akrotimos would 
seem to have been made after 235 B.C. Koehler" thought that 
Akrotimos, inasmuch as he was treasurer when the demos made a 
dedication, had held the office of ra/ua^ to5 Sij/iov. Girard and 



'The other nine prieats mentioned in the list were presumably in office 
irlier than the date of the earliest extant annual catalo^e. 
'C.I.A. II, 319. 
'C.I.A. II, 836,1. 36. 



'C.I.A. n. 



953- 



'C.I.A. 11, 836, 1. 39. 

'C.I.A. II, 334, frg. d, 1. 25. 

' C.I.A. II, 836. 1. 82 ; cf. II, 1489. 



"C.I.A. IV 3,318 b; for Eiaylar wbo made a dedication (1. 45 and 1, 56), 
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jMartha' with equal right thought of 5 ItcX t§ Siouojo-ei. Tliere 

rexisted in the third century B.C. the Ta/uias rSv crrpnTKUTntiv who 

seems to me quite as likely to be meant as either of the other two.' 

The secretary gives us as possibilities for Diogeitoii 272/1, 260/59, 

and 248/7 B. C. Because of the taugencies of Akrotiuios the latest 

, year is tobe selecLed. 

25. C.I.A. IV 2, 371 C.> 246/5 or 245/4 B.C. 

This is an inscription passed while Aristomachos was tyrant of 

Argos and therefore earlier than 240 B.C.' : it however was later 

than the revolt of Alexandros, son of Krateros, from Antigonos 

1 Gonatas, and consequently subsequent to 250 B.C.' The archon 

I is lost, but the denie of the secretary is extant as follows : 

I E 1 1 , There are only two demes which begin thus, Eitouos 

(Antiochis and Antigonis) and Etpecr/Svjs (Akamantis). The re- 
mainder of the third letter, as reproduced in the Corpus, is too 
. far distant from the Iota to be the hasta of a Rho : it is best taken 
I as the upstroke of a Tau. Further, between 250 and 240 B.C. 
I Akamantis did not have the secretaryship, while Antiochis and 
Antigonis follow one another in 246/5 and 245/4 B-C. In either 
one of the-w two years C.I.A. IV 2, 371 c was passed. Hence 
the war between Antigonos assisted by Athens and Argos, and 
I Alexandros, his nephew, occurred between 250 aud 245/4 B.C.' 
I.In it Alexandros was apparently successful. 

§26. -monand ' 245/4-244/3 B.C. 

The only places possible for - mon and his successor are 257/6, 
1256/5 and 245/4, 244/3 3.C. ; for C.I.A. II, 330 was passed in an 

'B.C.H. 1. c. 

'GUbert. Grk. Const. Ant. ET. p. 248, note i. 

'Wilhelmhss made some further, as yet unpublished, additions to this 
inscription ; see also 'E^.'A/ix. 1893, p. 127 ff. 

*Holm, ET, rv, p. 222 f. ; Wilcken, Pauly-Wissowa, IT, p. 945, s.v. 
Aristomachos (16). 

'Plut. Arat. XV ; cf. Koehler, C.I.A. IV 2, p. 95. 

■Cf. C.I.A. IV 3, 591 b. 

' C.I.A, n, 330 ; the restoration of the name [KiJ/iuuai in frgs. b-e, 1. 7 has 
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intercalary year at the time of the twelve tribes. The names of 
the cphebes for the earlier of the two arclioiiships are given. 
Among; them are fonud : (i) A son of Dromeas of Erchia. The 
same name appears along with his father's among the contributors 
for slate defenses in the year 228/7 B.C.' His father was like- 
wise a member of the sacred board in Glaukippos' year." 
(2) Two sons of Heliodoros of Paiania. A Heliodoros was 
archou in 237/66,0.' (3) A son of Kichesias of Aixone. In 
C.I. A. II, 1047 (c. 125 B.C.J there is found along with Mikion 
and Eurykleides, sons of Eurykleides of Kephisia. Leon, the son 
of Kichesias, of Aixone.* This would make our son of Kicliesias 
contemporary with Mikion, the son of Eurykleides, of C.I. A. II, 
379. 1- 3 (c- 228 B.C. ). Also in C.I. A. II. 859. 1. 30 (222/1 B.C) 
Eicliesias of Aixone himself was one of the thesmothetai. Mani- 
festly 245/4 B.C. is preferable for — mon. 

% 27. Glaukippos" and (. ?).' 241/0 and 238/7 B.C. 

Glaukippos was archon iu an intercalary year at the time of 
the twelve tribes.' The secretary was from the tribe Pandionis. 
Conceivable are the following years : 277/6 ?, 265/4, 253/2. and 
241/0 B.C. Dromeas, son of Diokles. of Erchia, one of a board of 
religious functionaries commended in this archonsliip, was very 
prominent among the contributors for state defenses in 228/7 
B.C. This fact excludes 277/6 and 265/4 B'C Diokles, the son \ 
of Dromeas, was an ephebe in what we have determined to be j 
245/4 B.C. This favors 241/0 B.C. Had the decree been 
passed in 253/2 B.C. it is not unlikely that in it mention would 
have been made of a sacrifice offered on behalf of Antigonoa J 



'C.I.A. II, 334, l-37f- 

'C.I.A. 11,305. 

•CI. A. IV 2, 33s b, c; see below p. 39. 

'Cf. C.I.A. 11,448. 

'C.I,A, H, 305, 344?; IV a, 305 b. 

•C.I.A. IV 2. 373 c- 

' See Wilhelm, Hennes, XXIV ( iSSg), p. 327 f- The fact that the board 1 
commended in C.I.A. II, 305 consisted of thirteen members signifies nothing, 
inasmuch as the tribes were totally disregarded in their selection. 
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Goiiatas.' A similar omission is to be noted' in CI. A. IV 2. 
373 c wliich probably belongs to 238/7 B.C. Here tbe secretary 
is from tlie tribe Oineis. The thirteenth tribe had not yet come 
in. The possibilities are: a6z/r, 250/49, and 238/7 B.C. Of 
these 238/7 is to be preferred for epigraphical reasons.' The 
epistates of the proedroi was ZidfAos ZuiXou *Xiku's. Among the 
ephebes for Tychandros' archoiiship (172/1 B.C.) was NuroKpanjs 
ZoiiAou *Xu£us.' A comparison of the stemmata given below under 
Dioiuedon shows that the grandfather of a man who was an ephtbe 
in 172/1 B.C. could not very well have been matured earlier than 
239/8 B.C. 

§ z8. Unlocated archons. 

At this point an alphabetically arranged list of the archons of 
the third century B.C. as yet nnlocated may be inserted. The 
probability is that most of tlieui belong to the period of the 
Macedonian domination. 

A--. 

CI. A, IV 2, 373 g, 1. 10. Because of an erasnre in the inscrip- 
tion Koehler jndges that it precedes 229/8 B.C. 

Agasias. 

CI.G. 2035; Dumont, Essai, p. iii; Schoeffer, Pauly- 
Wis.sowa, II, p. 589. Early part of the century. 

Alexandres.' 

Eubulos, the son of Antenor, who upon the death of Moschion 
in 185/4 B.C.' came to the front for a sliort time in the Academic 
school, was born in the arclionship of Alexandros. One may 
therefore with considerable certainty ascribe Alexandros to the 
last half of the third century B.C. Biicheler assigns him to the 
neighborhood of 230 B.C. 



> Cf. C.I.A. IV 2, 323 b ; II Add. Nov. 373 b ; n. 307, 374 ; IV 2. 374 d. 
■In C.I. A. II, 325 (263-2 B.C. ) it is also wanting. 
'Koehler, note on C.LA. IV 3, 373 c. 

•C.I.A. II, 1224; cf. "Aflii*. IV. p. 461 ; Cornell Studies, VII, p. 46. 
'Biicheler, Index Herculanensia Academicorum Philosophorum, Gryphia- 
wa.ldiae. 1869, p. 17. 
' See below p. 57, n. 2. 
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Alkibiades. 

C.I. A. II, 374; Pollux, X, 126; cf. Wilhelm, Pauly-Wissowa, 
I» P- I533* Wilhelm assigns him to the second half of the third 
century B.C. Schoeffer, Pauly-Wissowa, II, p. 589, places him 
between 260/59 and 241/0 B.C. C.I.A. IV 2, 323 b does not 
allow the earlier limit to be imperative. 

Antipatros. 

'Aftyv. VIII (1879), p. 231 = C.I.A. IV 2, 616 b. Koumanoudes 
assigns him to the third century B.C. on the basis of the letter- 
ing ; cf. Pauly-Wissowa, I, p. 2501. 

(.?)... bios. 

C.I.A. II, 335, 1. 5. Among the o-traii/ai in office in this archon- 
ship was [*Epi]<i)Tos ArffjLo<f>CXx)v [McAxtc]!;? who in 228/7 B.C. con- 
tributed 200 drachmae for the safety of the city and the defense 
of the country.^ It therefore belonged to the latter half of the 
third century. Possibly the name should be restored Olbios (see 
above p. 30) though the stone shows a greater lacuna. 

Hagnias. 

C.I.A. II, 372, 617. The secretary's name is Uord/nav Ao- 

v[aKos ?] . Koehler places this archon near the middle of the 

third cent. B.C. 

Lysiades. 

C.I.A. II, 345, Add. Nov. 373 b. This archon probably be- 
longs to the time of the twelve tribes and to the reign of An- 
tigonos Gonatas. The erasure in C.I.A. II Add. Nov. 373 b of 
itself indicates that it is earlier than 229/8 B.C. Koehler assigns 
him to the middle of the third cent. B.C. or a little later. The 
secretary was 'Aptoro/xaxos *ApLaTo[p]ij[jwv - ] . The chairman of 
the proedroi was [E] vxaptoros Xapi/ros 'A<^t8vatos. In C.I.A. II, 403 
(207/6 B.C.) one of the members of the Areopagus was Xdprjs 
'A<^i8vatos. Are they father and son? In C.I.A. II, 835 A, 1. 28 
(320-317 B.C.) one of the persons to dedicate things to Asklepios 

was [Kp]a[v]aos - . The Kpavaos Kriyo-tc^ [airros] of C.I.A. II Add. 

Nov. 273 b, lines 4 and 32 was evidently a votary of Asklepios. 
Are they grandfather and grandson ? 



^ C.I.A. II, 334, frg. d, 1. 20. 
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Lysitheides. 

C.I.A. II, 620; IV a, 620b; cf. Foucart, B.C.H. VII (1883), 
p. 68 fE. Both Koehler and Foucart think that the lettering be- 
longs to the third ceiit. B.C. Foucart suggests that the Sokles of 
C.I.A. IV 2, 620 b is the same as the Sokles of C.I.A. IV 2, 
611 b, 1. 45 (300/299 B.C.), iu which case Lysitheides would be- 
long to the early part of the century. Among the contributors in 
228/7 B.C. (C.I.A. II, 334, frg. d, 1. 32) there was a Ax,tiB^%,i 
*E/3xi(ajs). 

Pheidostratos. 

C.I.A. II, iigg. Kirchner, Rlieiu. Mus. UII (189S), p. 388, 
suggests that the Attvili! K^^[t<ro]8oVoii BovT-a'V of C.I.A. II. 1199 

is the grandson of the K^.^nrd&[Tos ] Bou[raS,;s] of C.I.A. 

IV 2. 868 b. Since the latter lived in about 350 B.C. Pheidostra- 
tos, he states, would be archon iu about 250 B.C. 

Philinos. 

C.I.A. IV 2 Add. 619 c. In a decree of the Athenian citi- 
zens stationed at Eleusis it is mentioned that their general 
Sosikrates of Sphettos had been [r]a^[uis riav oT]pa[Ti](o[T«taiv] 
for the year of Philinos' archonship. On the basis of the lettering 
Philios (Mitth. XIX (1894), p. 176 f.) assigns the decree to the 
neighborhood of the end of the third cent. B.C. 

Philippides. 

C.I.A. II, 1333. This archoH is ascribed on the basis of the 
I lettering to the third cent. B.C. 

Proxenides. 

C.I.A. II, 391. Proxenides is ascribed by Koehler to the third 
( cent. B.C. The secretary was Et^ovKoi ES^Xi'S[<ro - ]. 

Pythokritos. 

C.I.A. II, 862 ; cf. Koehler's uote. Rangab^ assigns him to 
I the time of the Macedonian domination. 

Sosi.stratos, 

C.I.A. II, 1295. In Sosistratos' archonship ©fotf^a'njs Auxtkou- 
L ptSou Euojvu^ei! [s] was agonothetes, and Sokrates, a Rhodian, 
I played the flute for the victorious men's chorus. This same 
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Rliodian is mentioned in Wescher-Foucart,4,l. 14 (c. 270 B.C.)-' 
lu C.I.A. IV a Add. 1402 b, p. 308, and in "E^. 'Apx- 1892, p. 
45 C300-350 B.C.) a iioo-KowpiSijs i.s named who was probably a 
son of ©(oi^arjs. In C.I.A. IV 2, 251 b (305/4 B.C.) among the 
ephebes from Euonynion. a brother in all probability is found. 
Because of tlie.se identifications made by Kirclmer and Reisch,' 
Sosikraies has been aligned by the former to the neighborhood 
of 290 B.C. Inasmuch as there is no place (or an archou before 
278/7 B.C. (assuming Tetokles as certain for 284/3 B.C.), a more 
likely location wonld be at about 275 B.C. 

Theophemoa. 

C.I, A. II, 373. The secretary was npwc[A]5e "At-- . Theo- 
phemos is assigned by Kirchner (Indices to C.I.A. II) to the 
middle of the third century B.C. A Tlieophemos was orator in 
C.I.A. II, 334 (2^8/7 B.C.). 

Thyinochares. 

C.I.A. II. 371. We are still at the time of the twelve tribes. 
In C.I.A. II, 371 the tribe in the prytany must have been Deme- 

trias, and the (rujtxpdtSpos. Au/iTrrpevs, must have belonged to 

Erechtheis. The secretary was SuiTT/Kiro [s] 'A[Jii](tt[ - 

....]. Koehler places the inscription at about the middle of the 
third century B.C. In Eubulos' archonship (273/2 B.C.?) a man 
of this name, son of the general Phaidros, was agonothetes. In 
229/8 B.C. a Thy mocha res occurs among the contributors. All 
three belong to the same family. It is possible that they are the 
same person. 

C.I.A. II, 390- 

The secretary was [ — en K]ijSbiv of the tribe Erechtheis. On 1 
the basis of the lettering Koehler (Hermes, V (1871), p. 335) I 
thinks this inscription hardly later than the second half of the,l 
third century B.C. The archou being gone, the possibilities would 1 
seem to be 255/4. 243/2, 231/0. =i"i<i 218/7 B.C. 

C.I.A. IV 2, 407 b. 

'Pomtow, N. Jahrb. f. cl. Phil. CXLIX (1894), p. 506; Reisch, De imisicM.J 
Graecorum certaniiiiibus, 1885, p. 88 ft. 
" Kirchner, Rbein. Mus. LlII (1S98), p. 387 f. ; Reisch, op. dt. p. 85, 
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The genitive of the archoii's name ended in sigma. The in- 
scription is ascribed by Koebler to the latter half of the third 
century B.C. 

§ 29, Heliodoros' and Archelaos.' 237/6 and 220/rg B.C. 

In Arcbelaos' archonsbip the 3d day of the fourth prytauy fell in 
the third mouth, Boedrouiioii.' Only when the prytany had less 
days than the month, i.g., when there were thirteen tribes and 
twelve months could this happen. The fact that in this year a ji^v 
in^oXifios was added' points to an intercalary year, and therefore 
to thirteen months also : but on the other hand the insertion of this 
mouth after Antheslerion, and not after Posideon as was usual, 
is a mark of some irregularity or unknown regularity. The year 
began as though it were going to bt an ordinary year of 354 days. 
After Ganielion had begun, for some cause or other it was decided 
to add an intercalary month. A precedent for inserting another 
month than Posideon was found in the year 307/6 B.C.' That it 
marks the introduction, in 307/6 B.C. of the tribes Antigonis and 
Demetrias. or in 230/19 ^C. of the tribe Ptoleniais. does not follow.* 

Part of C.I. A. IV 2, 385 c was passed in Heliodoros' archonship, 
and part in Archelao.s', but since Heliodoros belongs to the time 
of the twelve tribes, and Arcbelaos to that of the thirteen, there 
is found at once a reason for believing that some years intervened 
between them.' Fnrtlier, that in Archelaos' year certain honors 
decreed in Heliodoros' year" to a distinguished Cretau were rati- 
fied a second time, suggests that in the meanwhile a new party 
had come into power. We see from the decree that this new 

'C.I.A. 11,384; IV 2, 3S5b, c. 

'C.I.A. 11, «■; IV 2, 385 c. 

•Cf. Bates, Cornel! Studies, VIII (1898), p. 37. 

'C.I.A. IV 3, 385 e, 1.48. 

•C.I.A. IV 3.733- 

' See Koeliler'a note to C.I.A. IV 2. 240 b. 

'Cf. Homolle, B.C.H. XV (1891), p. 362 ; "on imagii 
rappel des decisions in^ecut^s a dfl se faire datis 1' 
suivil le vote ; mais le vague du mot itpiTcpni' appliqu^ a 
tion d'uQ orateur iiouveau, les changements apport^s an premier ddcret 
semblent impliquerun plus long d^lai." 

'C.I.A. IV 3, 385 c ; the Bukrjs of this decree has been identified with b 
Naupaktian who figures in a. Dehan decree which Philios, the son of Cliarilas, 
moved. I see no reason why this Fhitios is not the father, rather than the 



E volontiers que le 
inu^e m@me qui en 




4© The Athenian Archons. 

party was led by Eurykleides and Mikion, who upon the with- 
drawal of the Macedonian garrison in 229 B.C. became the lead- 
ing men of the state. Archelaos must have been archon between 
239/8 and 213/2 B.C. ; for in the latter year Eurykleides and 
Mikion were poisoned by order of Philip V of Macedon.' The 
secretary is from Antigoiiis, and in this period m only one year 
could Antigonis have had the secretaryship, vis., 220/19 B.C. 
The link between Archelaos and Heliodoros is the recurrence in 
a decree of each archon' of the name Ev;uapi8as navKA.«»us of Ky- 
donia. Since even before Heliodoros' year this individual had 
been active in Athens' interest, and .since he continued rendering 
services up to Archelaos' year, it seems to me that one of the 
alternatives presented for Heliodoros by the .secretary, vh., 249/8 
B.C. is to be rejected as too early. Indeed the reference in C.I. A. 
II, 384, 1. [ I to ^(KTiXt'ius 'A [ttiiXou] should perhaps have excluded 
this year from our con.sideration altogether ; for the first Attalos 
became King only in 241 B.C.' The only other year for Helio- 
doros is 237/6 B.C. ; for in 224/3 B-*-^- there were thirteen tribes, 
whereas in Heliodoros' year there certainly were only twelve.' 
§ 30. Leochares," Theophilos/ Ergochares,^ Niketes,' 

son, of Cliarilas II who was archon at Delos in aao B.C., though for my pur- 
pose it is immaterial. See B.C.H. XV (1891), p. 359 f. Eukris is also men- 
tioned as hieromnemon at Delphi in two inscriptions, one of which Pomtow 
(Rhein. Mns. LI (1896), p. 356 ; cf. -WUhelm, Gott. gel. Anz. 1898, p. an) 
assigns to a time a little later than 230 B.C. 

' Pans. II, 9, 4. 

'C.I.A. IV 3, 383 c. Homolle {B.C.H. XV (1891), P- 36a) places Helio- 
doros in 217-6 B.C. and interprets this decree in tlie light of the glimpse of 
Cretan affairs given us by Polybius, IV, 53-55 and VII, 11. It might be so 
interpreted if it were known that Heliodoros was archon in 117-6 B.C., hut 
the circumstances necessary for the understanding of the decree jibe so 
closely with the normal situation in Crete that I do not see how they can 
serve to date Heliodoros. 

' See Wilcken, Pauly-Wissowa, II, p. 2159 fT. The restoration ' K\TTi.\au\ 
is of course uncertain and disputed ; cf. Phil. Uuter. IV, p. 353. 

'C.I.A. IVa, 385 b. 

'C.I.A. II, 1102 ; for the whole group see C.I.A. II, 839. 

'C.I.A. IV 2, 381 b ; the secretary's tribe must have been Aiantis and the 
denie began with 'A. 'A^iavafoi is the only one possible. 

'C.I.A. II, 381. 

' C.I.A. II. 1216 ; cf. IV 2, iai6. 
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Antiphilos,' -, — — , Menekrates,' (Dioined)on, , 

- — ~~, , s, Diokles,' Euphiletos,* and Herakleitos.' 

236/5-22'/oB.C. 

These are tlie arclions given us by C.I.A. II, 859. After 
Autipliiloa there is a break in the stone and another after 

[ ]cK. Tlie number of the archons which intervene in 

either interval is unknown. It is hinited however by tlie size of 
the stone. To assume that Ijetween Diokles and Antiphilos there 
intervened twenty-one years would be extremely bold, if not im- 
po.ssible ; for to each year there belonged a list containing ten lines. 

In Ergochares' archonship the tribe Ptolemais' had not yet 
been created 1 in Menekrates' archonship it was in existence. 
For Ergochares' archonship the secretary was from Antiocliis, 
for Diokles' from Hippothontis, The only conceivable possibili- 
ties for these two secretaries are 234/3 '^'^ 221/0 and 223/2 or 210/09 
B.C. Of these the alternatives 221/0, 210/09 ^^e impossible ; for 
otherwise the whole subsequent Kcheme of the official order 
would have to be drawn back one year, because Ptolemais could 
not then have had tlie secretaryship in 227/6 B.C. But the com- 
plete coincidence' between the tribes of the secretaries for 168/7, 
125/4, 112/1, and 101/0 B.C. and the tribes which should furnish 
the secretaries in those years if it were not so drawn back, proves 
conclusively that to draw it back is impossible. Therefore the 
only years for Ergochares and Diokles are 234/3 ^n<^ 223/2 B.C. 
By this means Leochares is fixed to 236/5, Tlieophilos to 235/4, 
Niketes to 233/2, Antiphilos to 232/1, [ ]j to 224/3, Euphi- 
letos to 222/1 and Herakleitos to 221/0 B.C. 

§ 31. Chairephon' and Aischron.' 225/4 and 217/6 B.C. 



"E*. -Aflx- '897, P- 42 ff- 

' C.I.A. II, 618, irgs, 1591 ; 'E^. 'Apx. 1897. p. 42 ff. 

'C.I.A. II. 839 ; IV 2, 385 a, 619b, 1. 18. 

* C.I.A. II, 619; cf. 'E*. 'kpx- 1897, p. 39 f.? 

'C.I.A. II, 6ig; IV 2. 3S5 e. 

'Bates, Cornell Studies, VIII {189S), p. aS ff. 

'Coniell Studies, VII (1898), p, 44 ff. ; A. J. P. XIX (:89a), p. 314 f. 

'C.I.A. IV 3, 619 b; II. 612. 

•C.I.A. IV 2, 619 b. 
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To such a date for Diokles the following passage from C.I. A. 
IV 2, 6 [9 b, I. 24 ff, might be thought to be hostile : yaia^iimfi 

Sijcai T^siran;[yi!pe]ais r£i''EXt«ir[i] v«u[v] rui/i fieyaXiuv tV ToTv trtcrtv, ols 
tOTpnTiJyijKei' (Aij/ioiVfTos ) , ffluo'ei' tuk flrais /«Ta Tuiv tf 'EA.*u(rrvos Trtpl 
r[^]« Tou S^^ou irciiTijpuis' itrtiuXr)6i) Si Ktti T^s Tuii' ^iKrrvjpiW [reA] (T^S 

Aoff emio'Tiji' <rrptiTjjyia.v. The Eleusiiiia, wliich are to be distin- 
guished from the Mysteries, were held annually, bnt in connec- 
tion with them came a Trieteris and a Penteteris. It is generally 
thought that these fell on the first and second, or third and fourth 
years of an olympiad respectively, and that when the Eleusiiiia 
are termed ra ficydXa, the Penteleris is meant. Schtschonkareff' 
takes the passage quoted to mean that in each year of Demainelos' 
generakhip the Penteteris was held, and that tlierefore the three 
archons in whose years he was general, Chairephon. Diokles, and 
Aischron came each in the third or fourth year of an olympiad. 
Diokles however comes in the second year of an olympiad : more- 
over, what the decree says is that " when the fete of the great Eleu- 
sinia fell in the years in which he was general he sacrificed etc.," 
which only gives us warrant for holding that the great Eleusinia 
came in more than one of the three years. Indeed the absence 
of iraiT-t when contrasted with its presence in the same phrase a 
few lines farther on — Kaltviram roit 2reo-i [v ail] rolt irpoSiSoiis i.pyvpimi 
<is ^o-flqra kt\. — , should in itself have told us that Demainetos on 
two occasions only had had a chance to take part in the great Eleu- 
sinia. Since Diokles' year is excluded, tJie other two must be 
those of the great fete and are preferably 225/4 and ^i?/^ B.C., 
since A. Mommsen has presented good reasons for placing the 
Penteteris in the fourth year of an olympiad.' 

Further, C.I. A. IV 2, 619 V has been assumed to prove that 
Chairephon, Diokles, and Aischron all came after the accession of 
Philip V to the throne of Macedon (221/0 B.C. )■' But this does 
not at all follow. The decree is passed by the soldiers in the 
^ptyipvx under the command of the arpanffin iir\ t^v xti/mv t^v lir' 



■ B.C.H. xri (18S8), p. 74 ff. 

'FestederStadt AthenimAltertum, (iSgSj.p. i7gff; cf 'K^. 'Apx. (1S96), 
p. 26, no. 5. 

'Cf. 'E0. -kpx. (1S97), p. 41 f. no. 12- 

■< Schlschoukarefl, B.C.H. XII (1888), p. 71. 
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'BXeucrTvos. In it, before proceediiig to recouut the services ren- 
dered to themselves by Deinainetos their general in the three 
archoiiships mentioned, they refer to the rewards bestowed upon 
him by the people of Athens for his public services. These 
public services were undoubtedly performed by him in and be- 
tween the years in which he was general. The present tense 
huatkH used in reference to them, as contrasted with the aorist 
5itTe\t(rn' used Jn reference to his past private services, makes this 
the only fair interpretation of the passage. His public services 
are mentioned first in the decree because of the precedent and con- 
firmation found in the state's recognition of them for the recogni- 
tion his sohliers are about to give of his services to themselves in 
his capacity of general. Tliey consi.sted in his numerous em- 
bassies to Philip, and to the Aetolian League with the object of 
securing peace with both, and of preserving Attic territory from 
injury at the hands of either. They are such, as Schtschonkareff 
shows, as could have been performed only during the Social War 
(221/0-216/5 B.C.)' The year assigned for the third generalship of 
Demainetos, 217/6 B.C., accords well with this fact. 

§32. Jason.' 231/0 B.C. 

Jason was archon thirty-two years after Arrhenides, therefore 
in 231/0 B.C. 

§33. Kalli-' 230/29 B.C. 

The evidence favors the year immediately preceding Menekrates 
io-r fCalli-. FromC.I.A. II, 1591 it seems that a girl was arrhe- 
phoros in Xhei^e two arclionships. Since that was an office open 
only to maids when between seven and eleven years of age'^iiri 
irmv iirra. fiifipii IvhtKo. —W woiild appear that 230/29 B.C. is the 
only possible year for AaZ/j - ; for Menekrates comes in 229/8 
B.C. and the preceding seven years are already occupied. 



M. c. 

' Rohde, Rhein. Mus. XXXIII (1878), p. 623 fi. ; see above p. 30. 
'C.I.A. 11, 1591 ; cf. Schtschoukareff, B.C.H. XII (1888), p. 79. 
'See Hmiriger, Daremberg et Saglio, s.v. Arrhephoria ; cf, Mon 
Feste der Stadt Athen, p. loS, n. i ; Elym. Mag. s.v. i.ppi)i^Bptlv. 



44 



The Athenian Archons. 



§ 34. Menekrates," 229/8 B.C. 

See under Dioniedoii. 

§ 35. Diomedon.' 228/7 B.C. 

If one tries to complete the dating of C.I. A. II, 334 it is found 
that only at the lime of the thirteen tribes and in an ordinary 
year is that possible. Before the ifi/HXifLos day of Elaphebolion 
there must have passed 266 days. At the time of the thirteen 
tribes the 267tii day corresponded to the fourth of the tenth pry- 
tauy. The decree should therefore read as follows: 

EipvKXtC&,]i MiKCmvo^ [Kyj^ll-XKVi] 
["E]7ri Aio/it8oiT<« ap^oyroii tir'i t^s [Aij^ijrpittSos' StxaTjj? vp^vravcuii, 
y ^opiXTKiSijs 'ApuTTO/imiii 'A [Xtfioutrio!' iypa./iiidTijvcf 'EXaifnj^okiuivos 
mi Kal viif <ii[fia\ifuf TirdpTti riji] irptiravtixs- tJcuAijin'a- Tuiv jrpocSptuy 
txti/'^^ijo' aros Tt\c<rivov 'Ep^it[i)s kJbI <tu [jiTrpdf Spoi] ■ 

tSof £V TW SlJ/iUl 

[@tJ6<l>-i]/itK Ti/h)kX(ov! Mapafloji'ios <Iire[v] ktX. 

Theophemos' motion was to the effect that voluntary contribu- 
tions — not under 50 drachmae nor over 2co to be accepted from 
anyone: — be solicited, in order that the treasurer of the military 
department might have the wherewithal to iu.sure an unmolested 
harvesting of the crops. Then followed a list of at least one 
hundred and twenty names of those who had responded to the 
appeal, and very prominent among them were those of Kuryklei- 
des and Mikion of Kephisia. There is now uo reason to doubt 
the identity of these two individuals with the statesmen mentioned 
by Polybius, Plutarch, and Pausanias^ as dominating Athens be- 
tween 229 and 213 B.C. The many correspondences of names 
found in the list referred to with tho.se found in inscriptions 
of the last half of the third century B.C. is strong corroborative 
evidence, One has only to mention Hierokles of Suuion ,° Niketes 

'See above p. 41. 

' CI.A. II, J34, 836, 859, frg. d, 1. 15 ; IV 2. 618 b. 

'See Koehler's remark on CI.A. II, 836. 

' See below p. 47. ' See below p. 45, n. 4. 

'CI.A. II, 982. 
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of Pergase,^ Eriotos of Melite.* Aischron of Paiania, Thymo- 
chares of Sphettos, Lysitheides of Erchia, Chairephon of Eitea, 
Sosigeiies of Paiania, and Theophemos of Marathon — the last six 
of whom were perhaps archons. More conclusive still is the evi- 
dence of names which belong to well known families. Compare 
the following stemmata : 

I. Deme = Kephisia. 

Mikion' (c. 250 B.C.). 
Mikion. * Eurykleides * ( c. 225 B. C. ) . 

Mikion* (c. 200 B.C.). 



Eurykleides® (c. 175 B.C.). 



Mikion' (c. 150 B.C.). Eurykleides^ (c. 150 B.C.). 



Habryllis. » Eurykleides i» (c. 125 B.C. ). 



Mikion" (c. 100 B.C.). 
Lysistrate" (c. 75 B.C.). 



^ C.I.A. II, 550, Add. 1392 b ; IV 2, 385 d, 1. 44 (223-2 B.C.) ; 'E0. 'A/)x. 
1897, p. 40, no. 9. 
» C.I.A. 11,335. 
' Otherwise unknown. 

* Plut. Arat. XLI ; Polyb. V, 106 ; Pans. II, 9, 4 ; C.I.A. II, 334, 379, 858 ; 
IV 2, 385 c. The activity of these two brothers is included within the limits 
229 and 213 B.C. 

* C.I.A. II, 379 (c. 228 B.C.), 858 (c. 225 B.C.), 966 B, 1. 21 (c. 190 B.C.), 
982 (c. 200 B.C.), 983 (183-2 B.C.) ; IV 2, 1161 b (c. 210 B.C.); Head, 
Historia Numorum, p. 319. 

« C.I.A. II, 966 A, 1. 39 (c. 190 B.C.), 983 (183-2 B.C.) ; Head H. N. p. 320. 

^ C.I.A. II, 966 A, 1. 44 (c. 190 B.C.; at this time he is styled i'€c6r€pos= Jr.) ; 
1047 (c. 125 B.C.) ; Head, H. N. p. 321. 

^ C.I.A. II, 970 (c. 150 B.C.), 1047 (c. 125 B.C.) ; Head, H. N. p. 321. 

9 C.I.A. II, 1388, 2169. 

^•^ C.I.A. II, 1047 (c. 125 B.C. ; his name is among the later additions to 
this list but probably the first names were inscribed earlier than 125 B.C.). 

" Otherwise unknown. 

^' C.I.A. IV 2, 477 d. This stemma disagrees in some respects with that 
given by Kirchner in his Prosopographiae Atticae specimen, 1890, p. 8. 
For my purpose here the value of both is equal. The years opposite the 
names in my stemma indicate the approximate time at which each flourished. 
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II. Deme = Erchia. 

Diokles* (c. 260 B.C.). 

I 
Dromeas' (c. 235 B.C.). 

Diokles* (c. 210 B.C.). 






Dromeas* (c. 185 B.C.). Diokles* (c. 185 B.C.). 

Diokles® (c. 160 B.C.). Dromeas^ (c. 160 B.C.). 

III. Deme=Phyle. 

Asklepiades. ® 

I 
Xenon ^ (c. 260 B.C.). 

Asklepiades i** (c. 225 B.C.). 

Xenon" (c. 190 B.C.). 



Asklepiades" (c. 150 B.C.). Philanthes^' (c. 150 B.C.). 



Xenon" (c. 120 B.C.). Asklepiades" (c. 120 B. C). 

I 

Apollophanes*® (c. 80 B.C.). 

So the great-grandson of Pausiniachos of Kolonos" appears to 
have lived in the neighborhood of 150 B.C. 

* Elsewhere unknown. 

'C.I.A. II, 305 (241-0 B.C.), 334 (228-7 B.C.). 

• C.I. A. II, 330 (245-4 B.C. ; Diokles was an ephebe in this year), 334. 
*C.I.A. II, 983, col. II, 1. 82 (183-2 B.C.). 

'^C.I.A. II, 982 (c. 200 B.C.). 

«C.I.A. II, 1047 (c. 125 B.C.). 

^C.I.A. II, 444, 1. 73 (161-0B.C.), 445, 1. 53 (158-5 B.C.). 

® Elsewhere unknown. 

•C.I.A. II, 334 (228-7 B.C.). 

'<>C.LA. II, 334 (228-7 B.C.), 1216; cf. IV 2, 1216 (233-2 B.C.; in 
Niketes' archonship Asklepiades was general). 

" C.I.A. II, 983, col. I, 1. 98 (183-2 B.C.), 420 (186-5 B.C.). 

"C.I.A. II, 983, col. I, 1. loi (183-2 B.C.), 1047 (c. 125 B.C.). 

"C.I.A. II, 983, col. I, 1. 102 (183-2 B.C.); B.C.H. XVI (1892), p. 376f. 
(132-1 B.C.). 

"B.C.H. VI (1882), p. 320 ( 1 18-7 B.C.); Ill (1879), p. 371 (118-7 B.C.); 
XV (1891), p. 252 (c. 135 B.C.). 

'* Elsewhere unknown. 

"C.I.A. II, 465, 1. 74 (105-4 B.C. ; ApoUophanes was an ephebe in this 
year). 

" C.I.A. II, 334 ; cf. II, 1047, 1. 28. 
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Not only do the members of these families whose names are 
Ifoutid in our inscription of Diomedon's year appear iii other in- 
f scriptions of the latter part of the third century, but they are all 
[four generations earlier than those who represented the same 

■ families at about 150 B.C. If six generations had intervened, 
I some traces of the fourth and fifth should have remained. Every- 
Ithing points to the last part of the third century for Diomedon, a 

■ fact, as Koehler states, now generally conceded: "nemo liodie 
I'dubitat quin Diomedon archon non ad tempora belli Chremonidei 
\ sed ad ultima decennia saeculi tertii referendus sit." ' 

Now, when we come to consider the secretary, we find tliat his 

deme-name was A [ ], A careful consideration' of all the 

deme-namea extant shows that only four are possible, ' kkiairtKriBiv, 

'kiiaiavTii^, 'kXiiiovcTUK, and 'Afmf«uv«iJ!. The last name mu.st be 

rejected at once, inasmuch as it is found only in late Roman 

times.' The two first have to be rejected also, and for this 

reason : between 229/8 and 213/2 B.C. — ^the year in which 

I Enrykleides and Mikion were murdered — there is no place for a 

from either Hippothontis or Autiochis. 'AAifuju'cnos 

For the tribe to which it belongs, Leontis, there 

s two possibilities, 228/7 ^""l 215/4 ^'C. But in the list of con- 

I tributors already referred to' [here is found the name of Lybon, 

I the philosopher, who according to Diogenes Laertius succeeded 

Straton as head of the Peripatetic school in tlie one hundred and 

twenty-seventh olympiad, and remained head for forty-four 

years.' Hence the very latest date at which he could have been 

alive is 225/4 B'C. This leaves 228/7 B.C. as the only \ 

year for Diomedon, 



L -secretary 



' Note to C.I. A. IV a. 618 h. 

'That given by me in Cornell Studies, VII (189B), p. 51, was not careful 



enough. It is now easily possible by 
^ VIII ( 1898), p. 64 IT. ) to make such a c 
' It belonged to Hippothontis at any r 
Objection as 'A^Jan-eilt. 

'C.I.A. II, 334. frg. d, 1. 29. 



IS of Bates' lists (Cornell Studies, 
isi deration, 
e and hence is liable to the same 
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The successor of Menekratcs in the archonship was [ ]«w.* 

Menekrates came between 230/29 and 224/3 B.C. With Kalli - 

ami [ ] o»v he forms a compact group of three within the interval. 

Assuming for Diomedon 228/7 ^-^^ ascertain, and for Chairephon 
3i<s'4 H.C. as probable, we have then two positions for Mene- 
kratcs. accordin>i^ as we fill up [ ]a»F with AiofMS»if or XatfK^&v, 

viz,, 229,8 or 226/5 ^'C The latter however is impossible; for 
it would force Kallaischros' into the position of immediate pre- 
decessor of Diokles, whereas C.I. A. II, 859, frg. bt 1. 3 shows 
that the predecessor of Diokles had only seven letters in his name. 

The contitbuttons made in Diomedon's archonship with a view 
to the preservation of the city and the defense of the country, 
iind now a ready explanation. We see how it was that the Athe- 
nians, upon the withdrawal of the Macedonian garrison through 
the judicious use which Aratos made of Ptolemy's money, were 
not forced to throw in their lot with the Achaean League.' The 
citi/.eus theuisi'lves came forward, the rich with their money,* 
and the poor with their services. The expenses were met by vol- 
untary contributions, and the country was defended by citizen- 
j^anisons in I«;ieusis, Phyle, Panakton, and in the open country. 
The fortifications of the harbours were strengthened and the 
walls of the city repaired.* The new era was marked by a new 



UM.A. II. H5<>. frfj. d, 1. 15. 

• TIiIh name in liirfjely rcHlored but it certainly had at least eleven letters ; 
ef. 'K^. 'Apx- ^^)^^ p. 42 ff. no. 13. 

■ Ilolni, ICT. IV, p. aaH f. ; »ec Bales, Cornell Studies, VIII, p. 31 f. 

• The popularity of the niovetneut for independence is shown by the large 
nnniher of eitizeiiH who in the space of one month in 228-7 B.C. contributed 
for Htute (lefenscH the maximum amount of two hundred drachmae ; cf. 
C.l.A. n, 379 for a case of individual patriotism. 

•^CLA. II, 379, 380; in 380 there are several references which suggest 
C.l.A. II, 334, f.J^^.y rfHirt86a'e[wf], e/f t^v atarripLap ri3/i ir[oXtri3i'], [^]W5wireF 
Kal ifirip iav^Tod Kal (urip ru)]i» 6u)[i»] dfi<f>0T4p(av daov irXetffTov {t. e.y 200 
drnchniac). This being so, the phrase, Kal [»']u[i' roO d-^fMv eh t^v dx^^potxriv 
rod iv 7i4q. Xt/i^i>o[f ^ry^to-a/A^KOv iirido<nv'] which must be connected with the 
Kal Toi)f \tfi4vas 0&x"^pw^[«] of C.l.A. II, 379 (after 229 B.C.), is a confirmation 
for the location of C.l.A. II, 334, i. e.^ Diomedon, in the neighborhood of 
228-7 B.C. 
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series of Attic coins with an appropriate device.' Tlie period was 
one of religious activity as well. In Diomedon's arclionship a 
sacred table and ewers were placed in the Asklepieioii, and a list 
of the donors and ttieir dedications to its god was published." In 
Diokles' archonship a committee appointed by the people to take 
down and re-adjust the materia! in the temple made its report,' 
and in Thrasyphon's year the gold and silver offerings to the 
hero-physician were made over into an oiiiochoe to be dedicated 
by the senate to the same god.* A new temenos was consecrated 
to the Demos and the Graces,' and the two men, to whom the 
liberty of Athens was mostly due, Diogenes and Ptolemy, were 
honored, the one by the institution of the Diogeneia, the other 
by the introduction of the Ptolemaia. Guided by the wiie coun- 
sels of Eurykleides and Mikioii, Athens looked towards Rome, 
Attalos, and Ptolemy as guarantors of her neutrality, and during 
the stormy close of the third century, when the whole Mediter- 
ranean basin, Italy, Spain, Carthage, Egypt, Syria, Asia Minor, 
Crete, Rhodes, Byzantium, Macedonia, Aetolia, Achaia, and 
Sparta resounded with the din of war, Attica enjoyed a season of 
comparative peace. 

g 36. [Ka]Ua[ischros] ?,* 227/5 B.C. 

Theophrastos, a gymnasiarch in Antiphilos' archonship and a 
hipparch in Menekrates' archonship was promoted to the general- 
ship of Eleusis in that of Kallaischros. This points to a close 
connection between the three archons. The years intervening 
between the last two can hardly have been as many as ten, 
especially since the inscription lacks any indication of such an 
interval. The Ptolemy mentioned in connection with Theo- 
I phrastos' functions as gymnasiarch was Ptolemy Euergetes.' Had 

^Head, H. N. p. 316 ff. 

' C.I. A. 11, 836 ; cf. above p. 31 f. I 

'C.I.A. 11, 839. I 

■C.I.A. II, 403 ; cf. Add. 405 b. 

* Eoehler, note to C.I.A. IV 2. 385 c. 

••E*. ■■kpx. 1897, p. 43 ff- no. 13. 

'Ct. C.I.A. 11,381, 
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Kallaiscliros been archon after Archelaos (220/19 B.C. ) the reign- 
ing Ptoletiiy would liavebeeii Pliilopator. Something more than 
the title Kiug would have bsea required to distinguish the two, 
and this, as far as we can judge, was wanting.' Therefore the 
probabilities for Kallaischros are 227/6 or 226/5 B-C. 

§ 37. C.I. A. IV 3, 385 f. 226/5 or 213/2 B,C. 

This decree belongs to the time of the thirteen tritws. The 
secretary was "ApifrrortAij! ©wti'troii K( [<^a\5^<i'] of the tribe 
Akamautis. The possibilities are 226/5 and 213/2 B.C. Between 
them I see no way of deciding. The arclion'.s name had ten 
letters in its genitive case. If 226/5 B.C. is chosen, then 
Kallaischros probably belong.s to 227/6 B.C. 

§ 33. Patiades and Kallistratos,' 216/5 ^nd 206/5 B.C. 

These two archons are found in the metrical fragment of 
Apollodoros' chronicle quoted by Philodeinos in his list of the 
Academic philosophers. As deciphered by Gomperz it runs : 

Toimura S" trtpa jt/jiotAji [/3] iii' T^i- TOu ^lou 
MeraAAayrp ^xot^trar" ([irji KaAAnTTf«iTou, 
'Biri UaruiSou 8' trtpot Xt'youwiv, tiv StKo 
'Etjj [8J taXurtic, rdiri irairi Sloi v[oit]oi;- 

Eywowo 8 nuroij Xluiran rt (ttu ©piiiTus 
TpiTO? S' 'A/)iOTtinros (Tuv^fltis Kal Svo 

["EirwnjJ^o'rciroi fui[Aj,]oTo TijAtxA^s re khI 

ElHLvSpOf '. 

The names Telekles and Euandros show clearly that we have J 
to do with the philosopher I,akydes, who, according to Diogenes 
Laertius,' died in the year 216/5 B.C. One of the two archons, I 
Kallistratos and Patiades, certainly belongs to that year; the J 
other conies ten years before or after, Gomperz thinks that 

' In 272-1 B.C. ? Ptolemy I was termed rptt^irtfin ; see C.I.A. II, 331. 

'C.I. A. II, 406; the secretary was ' Krivatilip 'AiroToii[/j(o]u— ; Biieheler, 
Index Here. Acad. Phil. col. XXVII, p. 17; Gomperz, Sitzungsb. d. k. 
Akad. d. Wissens. m Wien, CXXIII ( 1890), VI, p. 83 £f. ; cf. Prenner, Hermes, 
XXIX (1894), p. 554- 

> IV, 60 f. 
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Patiades was archon in 216/5 B.C. aud Kallistratos in 206/5 B.C. 
His reason for this view is that in the life of Lakydes there is 
assigned by Diogenes Laertius an interval of twenty-six years 
between the death of Arkesilaos in 242/1 B.C. and that of 
Lakydes in 216/5 B.C., on!y part of which was spent by him as head 
of the school, Apollodoros on the other hand, who selected 
Kallistratos' archonship as that of I^akydes' death, allows to him 
eighteen years as head of the school and eighteen years besides, 
or thirty-six in all, noting at the same time the discrepancy of 
ten years that existed between the two archons to whose years 
his death was assigned. Kallistratos therefore was thirty-six, 
Patiades twenty-six, years later than 242/1 B.C. This reasoning 
seems to me satisfactory. Gomperz then identifies Kallistratos 
with the Kalli— of C.I. A. II, 1591. In this he is clearly 
wrong ; for under no circumstances conld Menekrates and his 
successors in C.I. A. II, 859 have come later than 206/5 B.C. 
The relations of Athens with the Aetolians and Philip known 
to exist in the archonships of Chairephon, Diokles, and 
Aischron are conclusive on that point ; for, if Menekrates came 
in 205/4 B.C., Diokles could have been archon only in one of the 
two years 202/1 or 201/0 B.C., at which time the Athenians had 
littledesire to be friendly with Philip, or to commend anyone for his 
efforts to obtain his friendship for them. Besides, the secretary 
will not allow Diokles to be archon in either of these two years, 

§ 39. Thrasyphon.' 207/6 B.C. ? 

The secretary was — tou ETaiavmrs of the tribe Pandionis or 
Antigonis. This individual belonged to Anligonis ; for had he 
belonged to Pandionis the only possibilities would be 216/5 *'"! 
203/2 B.C., both of which are already occupied. Therefore 207/6 
B.C. alone is possible for Thrasyphon. The avriypa^eu's who in 
223/2 B.C. is termed vtioTipos appears in Thrasyphou's archonship 
without that title.' 



■ C.I.A. II, 403. 
' C.I.A. n. 839, 1. 



I ; II, 403, 1. 52. 
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% 40. C.I. A. II. 385. 205/4 B.C. 

The secretary was - s Mtftorpirou A-a/urrpfus of the tribe An- 
tigoiiis or Ereehtheis. In the decree the following phrases occur : 
[tJotcAttu Koi Toy. Hapaia mu, Eidvhpov ff^foXas, [5 ^] criXevs 'AttoAo?. 
The first refers to the evenls of 229 B.C. With regard to the 
other two Koehler says : conlaiidabatur homo quidam Pergamen- 
us qui qiiutn Athenis scholas Eiiaiidri Academici freqiieiitasset, 
postea ill patnani redux apiid Attahim regeiii de Athenieusibus 
bene raeritus erat. Euauder suscepit priiicipatiiiii scholae Aca- 
demicae post Lacydem a. 215 a. Ch., vid. Diog. Laert, IV 8 
(Cic. Acad. pr. II 6). This dates the inscription between 216/5 
and 197 B.C. — the year of Attalos' death. Within these limit* J 
the only year possible is 205/4 B.C. 

§ 4J. Antimachos.' 203/2 B.C.? 

The .secretary belonged to the tribe Pandionis. DiSereatfl 
periods are assigned to Antimachos, Schtschoukareff places hinif 
in the last quarter of the third cent. : Koehler, Unger, and'fl 
Wilamowitz are in favor of the lirst quarter; Schoeffer incliui 
towards the middle and Wilhelm ia non-committal. There would'^l 
seem therefore to be the following possibilities: 277/6?, 265/4,,! 
253/2, and 203/2 B.C.' The identifications made by Schtschou-'J 
kareff of two names found iu C.I. A. II, 303, 304 with similar J 
names found iu C.I. A. II, 983 (183/2 B.C.) are strongly in favor! 
of the latest year," In Antimachos' archouship citizens and n 
ceuaries were stationed at Eleusis : the Athenians had some deal- 
ings with tile Rhodians : contributions had recently been made 
for the defense of the city. These are our only other clues for 
distinguishing between the years mentioned above. 



> C.I.A. II, 303, 304, 1349 ; cf. 496. 

'Indeed it is difficult for me to see why igi-o and 179-8 B.C. should t 
excluded. Perhaps the lettering determines that much. 

•In C.I.A. II, 304 AuMniJiij! Ai-made the motion : in C.I.A. 11,983, cdL I 
II, 1. 59 (183-2 E.C) [4]ui:o^ii[8ij!] contributed [on behalf of himself andfl 
sonandalso]onbehalf of a second son AioTO[ir — ]. In C.I.A. 11, 303 — 
•Apiaro[ii . . <.]v na\[\-^y]i6i put the motion : in C.I.A. II. 983, col. Ill, 1,'J 
81 (183-2), among the contributors was [ — ' Ap]tvTOiiix"' naXXji^Mfe). 
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In 253/2 B.C. Macedonian garrisons guarded Attica: contribu- 
tions for the defense of the city would be then less natural.' In 
265/4 B.C. the Athenians were cooped up in the city by An- 
tigonos Gonatas : a garrison at Eleusis would be quite improb- 
able. These two years should therefore be rejected, There is 
nothing known of the situation at Athens in 277/6 B.C. to satisfy 
auy one of our three requirements. Moreover the.se three years are 
almost certainly excluded by Sclitschoukareff's identifications. 
There remains only 203/2 B.C. If C.I. A. II, 303 and 304 belong 
to this year, they prove that the year was intercalary : they do 
not prove that there were only twelve tribes. 

§42. Nikophon and Dionysios.' c. 210 B.C. ? 1 

Nilcias. the son of Polyxeiios, of Poros. who made the motion in 
Phanarchidss' archonship performed a like functiou in Dionysios' 
year.' In Dionysios' archon.sliip the priest of Aphrodite and the 
Graces was Mikion, the son of Eurykleides, of Kephlsia, whose 
ixfoi may be placed at about 200 B.C.' Nikophon preceded 
Dionysios immediateiy.' Schoeffer assigns the pair to the period 
2 16-206 B.C.* which would seem as near right as we can now get, 

§43. Phanarchidea.' 202/1 B.C.? 

This archon came in the third year of au olympiad. The 
Euniaridas of the two earlier decrees of CI. A. IV 2, 385 c (237/6 
and 220/19 B.C.) was now dead, and his son was confirmed in 
his proxeuia by Athens, Mikion and Eiirykleides were probably 
dead also, for they no longer patronize the Cretan family. 210/09 
and 202/1 B.C, would seem to be the preferable years' for Pha- 



' Cf. however C.I. A. IV 2, 373 g, 
' C.l.A. II, 401 ; IV a, 613 b ; 1161 b, 
■C.I.A. IV a, 385 c; 11,401. 
•C.l.A. IV 2, ii6rb. 
• C.l.A. IV 2, 633 b. 
' Pauly-Wisaowa. II, p, 590. 
'C.l.A. II, 391: IV 2. 383 c. 

" Head, H. N. ( Holm, ST. IV, p. 351 ) thinks th»t Eydonia, the native city 
of Eumaridas and bis son, was represented at the congress held in Athens in 
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narchides. His successor is mentioned in C.I. A. II, 392 as 6 
fiera ^ayaLpx^^ and occupied an intercalary year. The secretary 
for the latter year was UpoKXrj^ Ilcpt — . 

§ 44. Sosigenes.^ c. 200 B.C. ? 

The inscription from which we get Sosigenes is headed thus : 

*E7rt Sdxriyei^ov ap;(ovros o [iSc t — Kot] rov irvpyov dv [e ] tf [i/Kav] . The 

following names among those given in the list demand for 
Sosigenes a place somewhere midway between 228/7 ^^^ 183/2 
B.C. : Mikion, Diokles, Archias, Aischron, Sosigenes himself, 
Hierokles. The stemma of the Echedemos* family is as follows : 

Deme = Kydathenaion. 

Mnesitheos* (c. 340 B.C.). 
Echedemos* (c. 310 B.C.). 



Isandros* (c. 280 B.C.). Mnesitheos* (c. 280 B.C.). 

Echedemos* (c. 250 B.C.). 
Mnesitheos' (c. 220 B.C.). 



Echedemos^ (c. 190 B.C.). 
I 



Mnesitheos? (c. 160 B.C.). Arketos*® (c. 160 B.C.). 

I I 

Mnesitheos" (c. 130 B.C.). Bchedemos" (c. 130 B.C.). 
Inasmuch as C.I. A. II, 982 lacks the names of the two famous 

» C.I. A. II, 982. 

' Otherwise unknown. 

• Bphebe in 334-3 B.C ; see C.I. A. IV 2, 563 b. 

*C.I.A. II. 1403 ; IV 2, 318 b (282-1 B.C.). 

6 C.I. A. IV 2, 318 b. 

« C.I. A. II, 1403. 

^Unknown but neces**ary, inasmuch as the father of Mnesitheos and 
Arketos of C.I. A. II, 983 (183-2 B.C.) cannot have been the son of the 
Mnesitheos of C.I. A. IV 2, 318 b (282-1 B.C.). 

9C.I.A. II, 982,983. 

•C.I.A. II, 983, 966 (post 191 B.C.). 

*«C.I.A. II, 446 (c. 150 B.C.), 983 (183-2 B.C.). 

"C.I.A. II, 1047 (c. 125 B.C.), 446 (c. 150 B.C.). 

"C.I.A. II, 446 (c. 150 B.C.). 
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statesmen Surykleides and Mikion' there is a likelihood that it 
belongs after 213 B.C. Schoeffer places it in the period 216-206 
B.C. I can see no reason for fixing any definite terminus ante 
quem. c. 200 B.C. should not be far wrong. 

§45. Symmachos,'Thcoxenos,' and Zopyros.' 188/7-186/5 
B.C. 

That these three archons follow one another directly in the 
order given is evident from C.I. A. II, 975, frg. a. The secre- 
taries for Symmachos' and Zopyros' years are extant and give us as 
possibilities forour group 200/199, 199/8, and 198/7 B.C. and 188/7, 
187/6, and 186/5 B.C. 213/2 B.C. and following are excluded 
by the fact that in Symmachos' archonship there certainly were 
only twelve tribss.'' L,ater than 188/7 ff, B.C. we cannot go, be- 
cause Hermogenes and Timesianax, the two archons next extant 
in C.I. A, II, 975, must be assigned to 183/2 and 182/1 B.C. 
Between 200/199 ^- ^»^ 188/7 ff- B.C. we can make a choice 
with considerable certainty. Fragment a of C.I. A. II, 975 was 
at the head of a column, but that it headed col. 11, where Koehler 
puts it, and did not stand directly over frg. b at the head of col. 
Ill, I do not see how from the fragments themselves anyone can 
affirm with certainty. From the tangencies of names which 
occur in the inscriptions of these archons we are able however to 
affirm the latter. For if it stood as Koehler puts it, then, inas- 
much as at least three years must in that case have intervened 
between Zopyros and 183/2 B.C., 198/7 and not 186/5 B.C. 
mould have to be chosen for Zopyros. But for 186/5 B^C. the 
following name-connections speak emphatically: (1) The secre- 
tary of the orgeones in C.I. A. IV 2, 624 b (175/4 B.C.) had been 
appointed in Theoxenos' year. A tenure of such an oiEce for 34 
years would be unprecedented. (2) Demetrios, the son of 

' Only a small portion of the list is eirtant but the names of Mikion'a 
father and uncle should have immediately preceded his, had they been alive. 
'C.I.A. 11,416.417, 975; IV J, 417 b, c. 
' C.I.A. II, 975 : IV 2, 624 b, 1. 6. 
'C.I. A. H, 430, 975. 
'C.I.A. 11.416: IV a, 417 e. 
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Kteaoii, of Probalinthos, who in Symmachos' year moved C.I. A, 
IV 2, 417 b, also moved C.I.A. 11, 439 in 185/4 B.C. Moreover 
the two inscriptions dealt with Egyptian matters, and were 
worded almost identically. In 200/199 B.C. the Ptolemy, whose 
favor was sought through both decrees, was a boy of only eight 
or niue years. (3) One of the ejri/ieXjpat r^s Trofiirqs for Zopyros' 
year' was 'AX^avS/jos ' kvTiyovav 'Orpuynji who likewise appears 
among the itpoirtnoi in Lysiades' year (166/5 B.C. ?).' Anotlier 
of the hieropoioi in Lysiades' year was ["I] utv 'Afi<f>i-TpoTnj$a/,' who 
was likewise an epimeletes in Zopyros' year. Obviously 186/5 
B.C. for Zopyros is none too late to meet the demands of these 
two names. Another of the liieropoioi' was KpaTcp/uit 'Fap,vovtriot 
the son donbtless of the epimeletes for Zopyros' year, 'Atf^a[8]i;s 
KpaTt^Pltjov 'Pa^vou'o-to!. A great-grandsoii of the epimeletes is 
doubtless to be found in the [Kp] irtp/i < v> 01 'ABr/vaSav 'Pu/ivouo-ios 
of 105/4 B.C.' (4) Xenon, the son of Asklepiades, of Phyle, 
who made the motion in Zopyros' year' must have been a com- 
paratively young man in 198/7 B.C. In 183/2 B.C. his two sons 
were still minors.' Among the contributors in 183/2 B.C.' is 
found [M] fvifiaxiK ' h-vBtar-qpiav iy M.vppiva[yT]T7p who was an epime- 
letes in Zopyros' archonship. A .son of Meneniachos named An- 
thesterioB was still vigorous in 138/7 B.C.' A grandson or grand- 
nephevv of the epimeletes 'AyaSonA^s A.v<ridSov Beptvii«'[S]iji is to be 
seen in the ephebe — os AvcnoSou Bcp(^£)viKiSi)i of 119/8 B.C.'" One 

• C.I.A. II, 430 ; all the eplmeletai for Zopyros' year below mentioned 
cone trotn this inscription. 
' C.I.A. II, 953, 1. 16 ; see below p. 62 ff. 
'C.I.A. II, 953, 1.28. 
'C.I.A. II, 953, 1. 14. 
'C.I.A. II, 465,1. 67. 



' C.I.A. n, 983, col. I, 1. 98 fl. 
"C.I.A. 11,983, col. 1,1.43. 

' See below p. 71 ; cf. for a brother of Menemachos C.I.A. II, 952, 1. 8. 
" C.I.A. II, 469, 1. IIS ; cf. C.I.A. II, 9sa, 1. 16 for the brother, and C.I.A. 
II, 1047, 1. 20 for the son or nephew, of Agathoklcs. 
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of tlie epiiiieletai in C.I. A, IV 2, 951 b, 1. 12 (c. 125 B.C.)' was 
Eu^ios 'HpoKiuvTOs *uXo[(ri](«, the son of "HpoKuv BfijSibu ^uXocrtDt the 
cpinieletea for Zopyros' year. 

§46. Eupolemos.' 185/48.0. 

Demetrio.s, the son of Kteson, of Probalinthos, who made a 
motion ill Eupolemos' year,' performed a like function in 
Symniachos' year (188/7 B.C.)* Simon, the son of Simon, of 
Poros, who was among the Dioiiysiastai in Eupolemos' archon- 
ship,' made a motion in Hermogeiies' year (183/2 B.C.).' Diony- 
sogenes, the son of Diouysios, of Paiania, one of the Dionysiastai 
just mentioned, was among the contributors in 183/2 B.C.' 
Dionysios I, the son of Agathokles, of Marathon, who in Eupo- 
lemos' year was priest of Dionysos, and had already been treas- 
urer to the Dionysiastai for several years, (irXci'iu irif), and was in 
that year .specially commended for his services,' made a contri- 
bution for himself and his two sons. Agathokles and Dionysios 11, 
in 183/2 B.C.' In Hipp,ikos' ardionsliip (176/5 B.C.) he died 
and his son Agathokles succeeded'" to his position as priest. 
Dionysios II won two running races in Phaidrias' archonship 
(c. 150), and Agathokles' son, Dionysios III, appears in C.I. A. 
II, 1047 (c. 125 B.C.). When Dionysios I died in 176/5 B.C., 

' The date is determined by ttie fact that another of the epimeletai was 
Zo^ojcX^i aijfii7Tpioi; 'I^urT[ida)ij] who wBS secretary in 104-3 B.C. Cf. for a 
nephew of 'Hponflt C.I. A. II, 952, and for a grandnephew, C.I. A. 11, 985 C, 1. 
6. For the father of Tc^tot^iiTT,, Tihokpbtoui BojiUm see C.I.A. II, 860, and 
for the brother see C.I.A. II, 952. 

'C.I.A. II, 439, 440; IV 2, 439 b, 623 d; Sitzungsb. d. k. Akad. d. 
Wissens. zu Wien. CXXIII (1890), VI, p. 86. In Eupolemos' year Moachion, 
who in the list of Academic philosophers given by Suidas {s. v. HMrur} 
comes fourth after Lakydes and third before Kameades, died. This in 
itself almost excludes 197-6 B.C. 

■C.I.A. II, 439- 

•C.I.A. IV 2, 417 b. 

»C,I.A. IV a, 623 d. 

'C.I.A. 11.634. 

'C.I.A 11.983. col. 1,1. 133. 

•C.I.A. IV 2, fijjd. 

'C.I.A, 11,983, col. ni, U. 87-90; cf. C.I.A. rV2, 623 e, p. 170. 

"C.I.A. IV a, 633 e. 
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the Dionysiastai paa.sed a memorial decree.' This was moved 
by the man who had already succeeded to the treasuryship, 
Solon, the son of Hermogenes. of Cholargos. Solon was very 
prominent among the Dionysiastai in Enpolemos' archonshjp.' 

The deine of the secretary allows ns two possibilities, 197/6 and 
185/4 B.C. Of the,se the latter is certainly to be cho.sen ; for in 
the first place the decree passed in Enpolemos' year in honor of 
Dionysios I is most probably the mark of his retirement from 
active service to the club, and this is more in accord with what a 
man who had but nine, than with what one who had still twenty- 
one, years to live would do. It seems (o me impossible for 
twenty-one years to have intervened between the retirement of 
Dionysios and his death. Again Solon, a leading man in the 
club in Eupolemos' year, and therefore probably past middle age, 
was still active and inflnential in 176/5 B.C. Obviously an interval 
of nine rather than one of twenty-one years suits these conditions. 
And finally the activity of Dionysios, Simon, and Dionysogenes 
in Hermogenes' year (183/2 B.C.), as well as in Enpolemos' 
year, favors 185/4 rather than 197/6 B.C. for the latter. Deme- 
trios too, the mover of C.I.A. II, 439, was active in 188/7 B.C. 
All the evidence in fact unmistakably favors 185/4 B.C. 

§47. Hermogenes' and Timesianax.' 183/2-182/1 B.C. 

These two archons follow Symmachos and his group and pre- 
cede Eunikos and Xeuokles (169/8 and 168/7 B.C.). The secrc- 

'C.I.A. rva, 6336. 

' C.I.A, IV a, 623 d. The stemma of the Dionysios family may be given : 
cf. Koehler, Mitth. IX (1884), p. 393. 

Deme^^ Marathon. Agatliokles. 

DionvBiog. 



•C.I.A. II, 624, 975, 983. 



Agathokles (unknown). 
Philelo (C.I,A. II, 956). 



•C.I.A. 11,432, 975- 
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tary for Timesianax' archonsliip being from the tribe Attalis, 
within these limits only 183/2, iBz/i B.C. and 171/0, 170/69 B.C. 
are conceivable for him and his predecessor. Of these the latter 
pair must be rejected ; for between Timesianax and Eunikos there 
must have intervened at least one year.' In this case the posi- 
tion' of fragments b and c of C.I. A. II, 975 is positively de- 
cided upon by Koehler, and can hardly be questioned. I omit to 
give the tangencies of the many names found in C.I. A. II, 983 : 
many of them are used in other connections. 

§48. Hippakos" and Sonikos.' 176/5-175/4 B.C. 

Sonikos was archon while Eumenes II was king,' i. e., between 
197 and 15Q B.C. The secretary belonged to the tribe Oineis, 
■which could have happened within this period only in 187/6, 
175/4, and 163/2 B.C. The immediate predecessor of Sonikos 
was Hippachos." Hippachos mn.st have come later than 183/2 
B.C. ; for Dionysios I, the son of Agathokles, of Marathon, who 
in 183/2 B.C. was alive, ^ was dead in Hippachos' year. The 
sequence of Hermogenes and Sonikos in C.I. A. II, 624 proves 
the same thing. Therefore 187/6 B.C. must be thrown out. In 
163/2 B.C. Erastos was archon :' this year could not therefore 
have belonged to Sonikos. 175/4 B.C. alone remains. 

§ 49. Achaios.' c. 173 B.C. 

The man who made the motion in the decree dated by Achaios 
was ^ui)(ap7p'AfiTtiuSb)pov h({pfnKt&rit]. In tile year loi/o B.C." 



'SeeC.I.A. 11,975. col. IV, 1. 3, 

' C.I. A. II, 975, note on p. 403 ; sed equidem lapidibus saepius e: 
fflon dtibito. quin duo fragmenta recte a vae conjuncta sint. 

■ C.I.A. II, 624, I. 24 ; IV 3, 623 e. 

' C.I.A. U, 435, 614 ; IV 2, 435 b, 624 b. 

'C.I.A. II, 435 ; Unger (Hermes, XIV (1879), p. 604 f.) objects to the 
omikron of C.I.A. II, 435, in the name Siiwicoi, and proposes ['IJifiFiwi in- 
stead. Koehler's iutroductory remark explains the error ; cf. Mitth. IX 
<l884),p-392, n-2. 

• C.I.A. II, 624. 1. 24 ; cf. IV 2, 624. 

' C.I.A. IV 2, 623 e, Koehler's note on p. 170. 

' See below p. 64 f. 

' C.I.A. II. 433- '" C.I.A. II, 985 E, 1. 23. 
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one oE the thesmothetai was 'Aprc^iSuipoE 'Rt.\j>t\yu(!!&ifi, the son per- 
haps of Diochares. Our decree was passed during the reign of 

Eumenes II of Pergamon, ('. e., between 197 and 159 B.C. 
Schoefifer doubtfully assigns Acliaios to the period 197-1 B.C. 
The secretary was "ApanXiuiv Nai' -, which in no way aid.s ns. Be- 
cause of the name connection above indicated I should prefer the 
vicinity of the lower limit for Achaios. 

§ 50. Tychandros' and Dc - .' 172/1-171/0 B.C. 

In C.I. A. II, 983. col. III. 1. 37 a contribution was made by- 
some relative fo" [- "ApJrepSiupou "EXtufmcHnj). In Tychandros' 
archonship this minor was an ephebe appearing in C.I. A. II, 1224 
. as Hwoitpan/s 'ApT<fu8ii/>ou "EAiuo-tvia«. His nncle or cousin Bcvo- 
Kfta-Ttfi HtvoKparou 'EXeucriHo* was tile mover of two decrees one in 
169/8 and the other in 165/4 B.C.' C.I, A. II, 436 was passed on 
the 27th of Posideon in Tychandros' year. It ends as follows: 

[riTEiS^ o StTm ink] Eio; uf Tail [jS} aiTlXfcus E£^Ei«u[sci' li^ t^irpovBfv 
XpoKui tuHj] lis iTi^p[f(]v Kcu irapcj(o^evo[s yfii.ta'i KcMi-a n tQ S^/wj) «a; kiit' 
i] Suii' Toil ii^iKi-oufiEi^is T[uiv TToXiTuii' tis Dtpyofiov Swrf'XecM, KoI] y\yv 
B] u [fi«] v [ous ty^v\ lipxCv'' taTnAiTrovrtK vel wapaSovros vel simile ali- 
quid. Uuger,' objecting to the last phrase that it should 
have been nai vOv ItA toO ^mnAttui 'AttoXou if Eumenes II 
were dead, suggested that re be introduced after iv and the 
sentence end with: not v\yv E]v[/ie]v[ovs t^v] "mLV (T'T-pE^avrof 
'ATToXipor SiXeratpiprip dSfX^cji itrX, It is possible too that the a/>X7f 
which need not have been the kingship, had been entrusted to the 
person honored in the decree. It seems to me that the phrase 
Tov [j3] (urtAt'uJs Eu/ievou[s] in the absence of evidence to the con- 
trary, indicates that Eumenes was King at the time the decree was 
passed. The secretary was from the tribe Aiantis and this could 
have occurred only in 172/1 and 160/59 B.C. The latter dale is 

'C.I.A. 11, 436, 1224. 
"C.I.A. II, 1225. 

* A son of the ephebe for Tychandros' year NiCTipiriji ZutXou ^Xutfa is the 
priest ZutXoj 4Xufi)i for 117-6 B.C. ; see Cornell Studies, Vn, p. 46; cf, 'Atfiir. 



IV, p. 461. 



i, XIV (1879), p. 604 f. 
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about a year too early to admit of Koehler's interpretation of the 
inscription just quoted. If the identification of llie ephebe 
S<M>Kparjp with tlie son of Arteiiiidoros of 183/2 B, C, is correct 
then 172/1 B.C. must certainly be chosen ; for an ephebe in 
160/59 B-C. could not have been born in 183/2 B.C. Finally it is 
all but certain that Aristaichmos was archon in 160/59 B.C.' 
Tychandros .should therefore be assigned to 172/1 B.C. and his 
successor, De-~, to the year following;. 

§ 51. Eunikos' and Xenokles.' i6g/8-i6S/7 B.C. 

C.I, A. II, 975 shows that Euiiikos immediately preceded 
Xenokles. For Xenokles I repeat from Cornell Studies, VII 
(1898), p. 60 f. " In the papyrus rolls from Herculaneum, Col. 
XXVIII (Phil. Suppl. II, 1863. p. 543. quoted by Duniout, Fastes 
Epouyiniques d' Atlifenes, p. 18), we read ; 'Aya/^ijoruip Si utrh. Ty^v 
IlEpiT(W [uA,] iiiiTW Ai-as vtos &v JIoAvf evDU evri HtvtM(A.<ou^ T^v dn-dXvtriv 
ToB ^ioa tirw^traro. The battle of Pydua was fought on the 
Roman' 4th of Sept., or on the 22nd of June of the Julian calendar, 
in the year 168 B.C. (Momoisen, History of Rome, Vol. II, p. 
355), and Perseus was captured a short time afterwards. This 
would be in the Attic year 168/7 B.C., and sureiy the Greek 
quoted above means nothing, if not that Xenokles was archon in 
that year. The secretary for the year of Xenokles' archonship 
was S9«vfS?j/w ■AcrK(X)ijTriciSou Taflpoo-iM of the tribe Aigeis (C.I. A. 
IV 2, 441 d.). According to the unbroken official order Aigeis 
should have the secretaryship iu 168/7 B.C." In Xenokles' 
archonship Eumeues II was on tlie throne oE Pergamou.' Since 
Xenokles necessarily followed Tiniesianax after an interval of one 
year or more, the only place possible for a secretary from Aigeis 
before the death of Kumenes is in 168/7 B.C. 



' See below p. 65 ft. 

■C.I.A. 11,975: IV 3, 441 b, c. 

' C.I.A. II, 975 ; IV a, 441 d ; Biicheler, Index Here. Acad. Phil. p. 1 

•This date 13 determined by an eclipse of the sun. 

'SeeC.I.A. IVa, 441 d, 1. 8. 
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§52. Nikomcnea.' 167/6 B.C. 

After *iro(iJ(raTo ill Col. XXVIII of the Herciilaiiean roll just 
quoted tlie narrative conliuiies: «5r[i] Nu(o[;«']w>ii! S[< — J'AiroX- 
Xtii[v — ]^px=- Nikomenes probably occupied 167/6 B.C., the 
vacant year immediately after that of Xenokles. 

§53. Lysiades." 166/5 B.C. ? 

We possess a list of the hieropoioi for the Roraaia and Ptole- 
maia in Lysiades' year.' Among them are : Two of the epimele- 
tai for Zopyros' year ( 186/5 B-C. ), ['I] w/ 'Atiij>iTptyinj6cv and 
'AX(iavS/His 'Orpviw!, and the son of another KparcpfUK 'Pa/ivovrruK , 
who is at the same time grandfather of KpaTcpfi<v>ot 'AO-iimSov, an 
ephebe in 105/4 B.C.' ; the sons of two of the contributors in 183/2 
B.C., S(XtuKoi AcKcA^ceus and HorraZiiivuK AufnrTpEu^*],' the latter of 
whom is the grandfather perhaps of [...]otrflnTp noD-<[S[co]vLW 
Ao^wTTJjatiJs], an ephebe in 102/1 B.C.'; one of the contributors 
of C. 180 B.C., ["AjpiX^Jos napoww'; [NJwivyoTjs ^iXat&rii. the 
agonothetes of the The.seia in 161/0 B.C.' and hipparch in 
158-5 B.C.'; ["AvJfletrriJpKw iy Mupp(v(ourTij!), the son of a 
contributor in 183/2 B.C. and himself an amba.ssador from 
Dilos to Athens in 160/59 and 138/7 B.C."; [nJauo-LAun-os 
Hupateus, the father of the chairman of the proedroi in 118/7 
B.C." ; 'E.puwva^'Epiiutn, the father of a theoros in the latter half 
of the second century B.C." ; [4>]iXijnr(8i;! •I'XueiJs, the son of a con- 
tributor in c. 180 B.C."; [©JtdStupot 'Pa/ivova-uK, the grandfather 



' Biicheler, Index Here. Acad. Phil. p. 17 f. 
"C.I.A. U, 953; B.C.H. XVI(i892), p. 371. 
'C.I.A. II, 953- 
'C.I.A. 11.455, I. 67. 
' C.I.A. II, 983, col. I, 1. 23 and 1. 35. 
'C.I.A. II, 467, I. 115. 
' C.I.A. II, 952, 1. 14 ; cf. II, 626. 
' C.I.A. II, 444, 1. 2, 29, etc. ; his son was 12 o 
1.52- 
' C.I.A. n, 445,1. 15. 
"See below p. 71 f. 
■'C.I.A. 11,469, 1.51. 
"C.I.A. II, 955, i. 4. 
'•C.I.A. n, 952. 1. 19. 
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perhaps of ®co8wp[o5] Oco/ickov *Pafivouo'cos, an ephebe in 107/6 B.C.* r 
Mi/ScuK ncifKuevs, the father of Mi/Scios Viyfidom Ilccpaicus, archon in 
loi/o B.C.* ; [*A]p€crT05 Mo/M^oivcos, the father of the paidotribes of 
the same name for 105/4 B.C.* ; MewtvS/aos Ilccpaicvs, the father of 
the thesmothetes of the same name for 100/99 B.C.* and grand- 
father perhaps of 'AxoXiyfis [McmJvS/9ov Ilcipauvs, an ephebe in 
105/4 B.C.* ; 'Apxw^5 AaicioSiys, the same no doubt as the 'Apx**^??^ 
*KpyiKKixns^ AaxtaSrp who appears among the cl iirl ra Upd for Delos 
in c. 145 B.C.* 

In the list we find men whose dic/117 was 185 B.C. as well as sons 
of these ; men who flourished in the neighborhood of 160 B.C. ; 
the fathers of men who were in their prime in 115 B.C. and the 
grandfathers of lads of between 18 and 20 in 105 B.C. This evi- 
dence points unmistakably to the neighborhood of 160 B.C. for 
I^ysiades. 

In a Delian decree passed either in the last days of Arch- 
on 's year (139/8 B.C.) or in the beginning of that of Epikrates 
(138/7 B.C.), the following sentence occurs :^ dvaypa^ai Sc to8c t6^ 
^<l>ia'/JLaL rov ypa/ifjarea. rov iinfJLeKrjTov M.vrfcrL<l>iXov cts aT'qX.rjv \i$LvrfVf koI 
OT^o'ai dKoXovOfos rots ap^axnv rov iirl Au [cj laSov ap)(ovTos ivuivTov. This 

indicates that Lysiades preceded Archon (139/8 B.C.) but came 
later than 166 B.C. : it does not indicate, as Doublet,* Horaolle,* 
and Schoeffer**^ assume, that he was the direct predecessor of 
Archon. It furthermore indicates that in Lysiades' year some 
regulation was made to govern the disposition of the decrees passed 
by the Athenian kleruchs in Delos. The most natural time for 



* C.I.A. II, 470, 1. 100, p. 270. 

* C.I.A. II, 1047, 467, etc. ; see below p. 86 f. 

* C.I.A. II, 465, 1. 20. 

* C.I.A. II, 9S5 A, 1. 12 ; it is less likely that the last two pairs were grand-^ 
fathers and grandsons. 

* C.I.A. 465, 1. 96. 

•B.C.H. VII (1883), P- 338 ; see above p. 32. 
^B.C.H. XVI (1892), p. 371, 1. 31 ff. 
«B.C.H. XVI(i892), p. 373. 
•B.C.H. XVII (1893), p. 162. 
*® Pauly-Wissowa, II, p. 591. 
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such an enactment is unquesti oil ably the period of the establish- 
ment of Athenian government in the island, i.e., 166/5 B.C. I 
therefore, though with some diffidence, assign I^y^iades to this 
year, 

§ 54. Pelops.' 165/4 BC. 

The Delian decree published in the Bulletin for 1889, p. 244 
shows that Pelops is posterior to 166 B.C., the year in which 
Athens got possession of the island. At the same time the com- 
parison Foug&res there makes between the decree just mentioned 
and one from Oropos, shows that the interval was not very great ; 
for 'A/i^ikX^i ^iXoiivov, who even before 166 B.C. had had an 
international reputation as a rhapsodist, was stiU starring in 
Pelops' year.' In Enuikos" archonship (169/8 B.C.) the mover 
of a decree was 'HivoKparip HevoicpaTou 'EXtMriVios.' In Pelops' 
archonship the same individual perforzued a like function.' The 
secretary was Aiokuo-ikA^s Aiovuo-uju 'EkoX^Scv of the tribe Ptolemais. 
The two years which might be taken into consideration are 165/4 
and 153/2 B.C., but all the evidence is in favor of the earlier of 
these. 

§55, Euerg-,^ Eraatos," Poseidonios.' and Aristolas.' 
164/3-161/0 B.C. 

The secretary for Aristolas' archonship was from the tribe 
Hippothontis. From C.I.A. II, 975 we learn that the four 
archons now to be dated came in a bunch in the order given and 
followed Xenokles at no very great distance. Hippothontis had 
the secretaryship in 161/0 and 149/8 B.C. Apart from the fact 
that, if tile latter year were chosen, Euerg - s.aA Hagnotheos would 
clash in 152/1 B.C.,' it seems to me from C.I.A. II, 975 Impos- 

I C.I.A. II Add. Nov. 477 b ; IV 2, 477 c ; B.C.H. XIII (1889), p. 244 f, 

•B.C.H, XIII (1889), p. 348 f. 

"C.I.A. IV 2, 441 b. 

*C.I.A. IV a, 477 c, 1. 30. 

"C.I.A. n,975. 

■C.I.A. IT, 973. 

'C.T.A. 11,975. "oo; B.C.H. IV (i83o). p. 183. 

•C.I.A. II, 444, 973 ; B.C.H. IV (1880), p. i84;Mitth. XXI (1896), p. 434. 

' See below p. 68. 
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sible for sixteen years to have iutervened between Xenokles and 
Euerg-. By the Delian accounts published in B.C. H. IV (1880), 
p. i83f., it is shown that Poseidonios came within the nine years 
following 166/5 B.C. ; for a loan made before the Athenian occu- 
pation of Delos, and which was payable at the outside within ten 
years, became due in Po.seidonios' archonship.' Indeed HomoUe 
has assigned Alkimachos, the Delian archon in whose year the 
loan was made, to the year 169 B.C.' Heuce the very latest pos- 
sible year for Poseidonios is 159 B.C. For this group therefore 
the years i64/3ff. B.C. are certainly to be assigned. 

§ 56. Aristaichmos ' and Nikomachos.' 160/59 and 136/5 
B.C. 

These two archon names occur in Philodemos' life of the Aca- 
demic philosopher Philou : ^ikutv Si 8uiSt^di[/«]vos KAa[ro']/Mx[t»'] 
iy(vv\^^Bil fiiv iir ' Pt.pi.tTTa.i}(ii.o\y , TrJapEyEj'E^To] 8' eis [^ASijiijas [7rt]/ii 
t([t]to[pii K]ai £[L«]<Kr.V [irou] tx""^ t'[T,,] «iiTa No«>,wx M , f<rxoAa«i« 
[tv] Trj TTiiTpiSi Ka\A [i] kK(l Tiu Kap [v] taSov [yi'<u] pi/iui ircpl ok [riu Koi Sbk*] 

?Tjj' KA. [el] TO^ [jf (u Se Sexii [tJaL t[e't] Tap [a] ( E(r;(oXaira' ) 'Ajt- 

[oAAoBiiJpij) St Stu)[i«u [^p]£aTO 3' ijyetirflai i^ [s 'r)(o] X^s 

The accession of Philon to the head of the school being fixed 
in 110/09 B.C.,' the link mis.sing in the account of his life is the 
number of years he spent with Apollodoros. This much is cer- 
tain that at least fourteen years interi'ened between Polykleitos 
and Nikomachos. Since that is so, there must have intervened 
at least twenty-three, since there is no place for Nikomachos be- 
tween 124/3 ^nd 133/2 B.C.* Consequently the least possible 

'B.C.H. IV (1880), p. 184 t. 

'B.C.H. X (1886), p. 7. 

' C.I.G. 2270 ; Bucheler, Index Here, Acad. Phil. p. 19. 

* Bucheler, 1, c. 

'B.C.H. XVII (1893), p. 149. 

' Biicheler thinks that the number of spaces in the papyrus renders 
i^Sa/i^Korra impoasible here. The fac-simile printed by Homolle (B.C.H. 
XVn (1893), p. 14.9, n. 2} does not bear him out. Indeed I fancy I can see 
the hasta of a Beta reproduced there. ' E^Jo/Hfftoira seems necessary. 

^ See below p. 84 f. 

'See below p. 73 ff. 
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number of years Philon could have studied with ApoUodoros is 
nine. On tlie other hand he cannot have studied with the Stole 
for more than thirteen, since in that event Aristaichmos, who 
comes within a short interval after i65 B.C. but certainly not In 

165/4 B.C., could find no place, there being no vacancy in the 
archon list between 164/3 ^nd 161/0 B.C. Now the number of 
years spent by Philon under ApoUodoros is extant in Philodemos 
as follows : & . . Svo . /* : &n-a | .m, for which Biicheler suggests,' 
but does not print. 8'I[ti] Suo [tiu €iriTJ7]S([«(]riiT4iSTu«xif ktX. See- 
ing that 8i« is certain, there can be no doubt that a 8«a accom- 
panied it. The passage must therefore be restored in some such way i 
asthis: •Aff[oAAoS(i]p.fi8' ^M 8«. [««i] S*[k> [T]¥Sr<u«.JKrX. This j 
fixes the archonship of Nikomachos in 136/5 B.C. and that of I 
Aristaichmos in 160/59 B.C., since the irou and n-aro. of the pas 
quoted, though they indicate that the writer was uncertain of the! 
age of Philon when he came to Athens, do not indicate that thef 
number of years between Aristaichmos and Nikomachos was morer] 
orless than twenty-four. The Dehan inscription of Aristaichmos' j 
archonship, published as no. 2270 of C.I.G., supports the datefl 
160/59 B.C. & merveille. For we find that Eubulos, the son of-J 
Deuietrios, of Marathon,' after having been the first as a^xi.BiioptKi\ 
to get for the kleruchs at Delos the public award in the theatre afl 
Athens of a gold crown won at the Panathenaia, had before Ari-j 
staichmos' year, in which lie was priest of Dionysios, beeu twice! 
elected priest of the Great Deities, and once priest of Asklepios.l 
Inasmuch as the priestships probably fell to him in four consecu-T 
tive years, the first victory gained at the Panathenaia by thcj 
kleruchs after their settlement on Delos in 166 B.C., in all likeli-'f^ 
hood was won iu either 165/4 or 164/3 B.C. 

The life of Philon adjusts itself as follows : He was born at! 
Larissain 160/59 B.C. and studied therewith Kallikles, a disciple-l 
of Karueades, for 18? years. In 136/5 B.C. or thereabouts he.] 
came to Athens, and studied with Kleitoraachos until 122/1 B.C., 

■ Index Here. Acad. Phil. col. XXXIII, note on 1. 13. 

' Demetrios of Marathon, the priest of Serapis for 124-3 B.C., was a son o£ 
Eubuloa ; cf. B.CH. VI {1882), p. 333. 
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and then for twelve years longer with Apollodoros the Stoic. In 
110/09 B.C. he succeeded Kleitomachos as head of the Academy. 
In 83 B.C. he went to Rome and died there some time before 
80 B.C. 

§ 57. Anthesterios,' Kallistratos.'and Mnesitheos.' 158/7— 
153/2 B.C. 

There is no clear indication of the interval between Aristolas 
(161/0 B.C.) and Anthesterios to be found in C.I. A. II, 975. 
It is, however, either more than one year or none at all, since in 
no case did the comic exhibitions take place in two successive 
years, whereas in Aristolas' year and in that immediately preced- 
ing Anthesterios they did take place. Tiie extent of the interval 
may be determined by means of C.I. A. II, 444 (Aristolas) and 
445 (Anthesterios). In the former, lines 71 f. of col. II read as 
follows : iraiSa.? ira-yKpaxiov T^s 8euTtpa[!] ■7\[iitui?]-' 'kjlpaiv KoAXtbu 
[0]Ev[f]TSos ^v>^i. lu the latter, line 1 1 of col. II runs : inuSas Ik 

Trav[Tajv TTvJy/i^v 'A^[p']mv Ka\(K)ioo 'Aftjva^M. This allows at the 

outside only four free years to intervene between Aristolas and 
Anthesterios, and so the group must come between 161/0 and 
Hagnotheos' year (152/1 B.C.). Aristaichnios belongs to 160/59 
B.C. Anthesterios for the reason given above cannot have come 
in 159/8 B.C. 158/7, 157/6, and 156/5 alone remain. In one of 
these Anthesterios was archon. 

§ 58. Phaidrias." 153/2, 151/0, or 150/49 B.C. 

To this archonship belongs a list of the victors at the Theseia 
disposed according to the classes in which each competed. In 
the torch-race open to 01 hn>i iijui^oi, and in the wrestling match 
open to iralSes iic vdvTiDv, Eunpxi&is 'AvSpiov of the tribe Autiochis 

' C.I.A. II. 445, 975 ; B.C.H. Ill (1879), p. 313 ; ibid. IV (1880), p. 185 f. 

■C.I.A. II, 954?, 975; B.C.H. IV(i88o),p. 186. 

' C.I.A. 11, 975. 

' RangabS (Ant. hell. U, 678 ff. ) calculates that iroEJet rfli irpcSTTjt ftXwfoi 
were from 12 to 14 years old ; iraEBet r-^j Stvr^pas ijXnilat from 14 to 16, and 
raiSci T^i rplriis ^XikIbi from |6 to ZO. 

'C.I.A, n, 446; C.I.G. 2271 ^= Foucart, Absoc. Relig. chez les Grecs, 
233. 
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wo'.i.' Tiiis sams individual was victor, in Anthesterios' arcbon- 
sbip, ill the wrestliug match opeii to ruin r^i icpinrip ^Xucuis.' 
According as Euarchidas was in his twelfth or thirteenth year in 
Anthesterios' archonship, seeing that he was in his eighteenth 
when Phaidria^ was archou. four or five free years intervene be- 
tween these two archons. Two other names occurring in the 
lists of both years corroijorate the evidence already presented. In 
Phaidrias' year the winner of the event described as r^s rpirtp 
^Auuis hi [iiinri]S»B nol S[dpari] was Ev&jfof EJSdioit of the tribe 
Hippothontis, who in Anthesterios' year was the winner in the 
competition defined as \hir\o^-j^v t\v \Bvpt\^., and open to 7ral8«5 
T^s irpuiTtj-i ijAjKuis,' The winner of the boxing match open to 
mitSts tit wavriav iu Phaidrias' archonship was MiTjtri'Stos Mi-qtrifltou 
of the tribe Oineis, who in Anthesterios' year won the same 
event when open to jraTSjs t^s irpiuTjp ijAmuis.' From this evidence 
it is seen that 153/2, 151/0, and 150/49 B.C. are the only years 
possible for Phaidrias. 

§ 59. Hagnothcos.'' 152/1 B.C. 

The secretary being from the tribe Akamantis, the only place 
possible for Hagnotlieos is 152/1 B.C.* This is shown by the fol- 
lowing quotation from Philodemos : 'HAtf* S" (KAeiTo^x"*) "[* 

'A]^ra[s tT]S,V TeT[T]<£p[cu]v Trpos «[■€<.] (Tl 7E[yQ™]5, |>]tTi Sc 

Ti[T}Tapa<rxo\dCtiv^pia.TQ [K]apytaZ[!)~] «ttc ff [vy] ywo/i [<] tos (!■ [(tjol 
SfK avTif irj([oK]ijv ISiav iiri UoXAiiSi [<o it] uvt [orj ^<roro ap)(Of[T<K 

Ay]vo[9](mi itiii avyarxfv- . The death of Kleitoniachos occurred in 
Pol ykleitos' archonship (110/09 B.C.).' The life of Kleitomachos 
may now be written. He was born at Carthage in 191/0B.C., came 
to Athens in 167/6 B.C., and four years later in 163/2 B.C. began to 
study philosophy under Kameades. In 152/1 B.C. he founded a 



' C.I.A. II, 446. 1. 64 and 1. 43. 

•C.I.A. 11,445. 1- 6i- 

' C.I.A. n, 446, !. 76 ; 445, 1. 35. 

•c.r.A. n. 446, i. 53; 445,1.5. 

' C.I. A. ir, 458 ; IV 2, 458 b, c ; Bucheler, Index Here, Acad. Phil. p. 15, 
' 140-39 B.C. is almost certainly occupied by Antitheos. 
' See above p. 65 and below p. 84!. 



c. /^5 Before Christ, 
Thei 



69 



school of his own in the Palladioii . ' There he continued to teach 
for twenty-three years, but in izq/8 B.C. joined the Academy 
with many pupils. Two years later he succeeded Krates of Tar- 
sos as head, and continued head until his death in 110/09 B.C. 

§60. Zaleukos.' c. 145 B.C. 

The date of Zaleukos can only be approximated. In his 
archouship the ayopavd/ioi at Delos were S^po^^os 'Hpafinrou 'Ep/uuK, 

StUToSi;* SinroSou AiyiAitjis, and Fopyuis 'A(rKA.jjjrHiSou 'Ituj-tSip. By 

Serambos Zaleukos is connected with Anthesterios (158-5 B.C.),* 
by Sotades with the archon Xenon (c. 135 B.C.)' and indirectly 
with Staseas priest of Serapis in 118/7 B.C., and by Gorgias with 
Epikrates (138/7 E.G.).' Zaleukos would therefore seem to have 
been archon somewhere between 150 and 140 B.C. 

§ 61. Philon." c. 145 B.C. 

The taugencie,4 of %Liijav Ilopias, one of the epimeletai of a re- 
ligious as,sociation in Philon's year, help us in determining the 
date of this archon. A Simon, son of Simon, of Poros was prom- 
inent among the Dionysiastai in Eupolemos' year (185/4 B-C.),' 
and in Hermogenes' year (183/2 B.C.), made a motion before a 
similar religious association.* Homolle, identifying Philon with 
4Auy T[.,.. Ik. BUiX](UTOi), the epimeletes of Delos for 135/4 B.C., 
assigns to him a year somewhcrp between 150 and 146 B.C.' 



' Of him Cicero (Tusc. Disp. Ill, 23) says: Legimus libnim Clitomachi. 
quem ille eversa CarUmgine disit coasolandi causa ad captivas cives suos. 
Dumont (Pastes Epouy. p. 20) took this to show that in 146 B.C. Kltito- 
machos had already opened his own school, while Biicheler. Homolle, and 
Schoeffer thought it necessarily proved only that he had come to Athena 
before that year. The view which transcended the strict in^rences the 
tacts warranted has proved correct. 

'B.C.H. X (i836), p. 33; XIII (1889). p. 409 t. 

'B.C.H. m(l879). P-3'3- 

•B.C.H, XV {1S91), p. 251: see below p. 73. 

'B.CH. Xm (lasgj.p. 415. 

•C.I.A. II, 6ii. 

' C.I.A. IV 3, 633 d. 

'C.I.A. II. 614. 

'B.C.H. XVI (1892), p. 481; XVtl (1893), p. 164. 
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Schoeffer ascribes him to the period 154-48 B.C. Taking the 
Simon of Philon's year as a son of the Simon of 185/4 ^"^^ 183/2 
B.C., I think the archonship of Philon may be set down to some 
year between 150 and 140 B.C. 

§62. Antitheos.' 140/39 B.C. 

After telling us the story of the capture of Corinth and of the 
subsequent settlement of Greece effected by the Romans, 
Faiisaliias says ; 'O St iroXt^ww lu^v/ oSros TtXos ' kvriBiou /lev 'Afl^vgtriv 
apywTVi^ oXv/iiriaSi St iiiiKOtTTr} xpot tuIs inarov, ^v Ivuca. AioSaipoi 

XiKvtovun. From this it .see:ns to me impossible to ascribe Anti- 
theos to any year but 140/39 B.C. Pausanias evidently followed 
the tradition in regard to the capture of Corinth which Appian' 
seems to have preferred, who in his Ai^ukij states that that event 
happened antjil ras tfijuoira koI tKarov dAu^ffuiSas. 

§ 63. Archon' and Epikrates.' 139/8-138/7 B.C. 

An inscription published in the Bulletin for 1852' shows that 
Archon preceded Epikrates immediately. The secretary for the 
latter year was from the tribe Kekropis. In Epikrates' year a 
decree of tliz Athenian kleruchs at Delos in honor of VopyCai 
'AaKXipnaSov 'Iuivl'Sjjs was ratified by the Demos at Athens.' 
Gorgias had as colleague in the ayopavoftia at Delos in Zaleukos' 
archonship Sijpn/i^os 'HpaiVn-ou 'Ep^uos and Sun-aSi;^ SuraSou Alyi- 
Xwus.' Serambos leased a workshop from the Delian sacred 
domain in Anthesterios' archonship (158-5 B.C.).' Sotades had 



'Paws. VII, 16, 10. 

'p. 135 : cf. Scaliger, ed. Scheibel, p. 155, a. I2t8 and p. 157, n. 1230 f, 
Homolle is alone in ascribing Antitheos to Ihe year in which Corinth was 
actually captured, 146-5 B.C. (B.C.H. XVII (1893). p. 161). 

•C.I.A. IV 2, 421: B.C.H. XIII (1389), p. 42off. p. 426; XVI (189a), 
p. 369 ff. 

'B.C.H. XIII (i38g), p. 4(3 ff. ; XVI(iS92), p. 369 if.; Arch. Zeit. XVHI 
(i860), Anzeiger, p. 109. 
1. 372. 




'B.C.H. XUI (1889), p. 415. 

'B.C.H. X (1886), p. 33; XIII (1889), p. 410, 

'B.C.H. m{iB79), p. 313, 
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as colleague, when paidotribes in Xenon's archonship (c. 135 
B.C.),' Stixo-ois KoXui^flev, who was priest of Serapis in 118/7 
B.C.' Philokles, a son of Staseas, was a iraTs in Xenon's archon- 
ship or a few years earher.' Another youth enrolled under 
Staseas in the same year as Pliilokles was AiokA^s iuMtXt'ou!, whose 
father perhaps is the priest of Serapis for 122/1 B.C.' Besides 
Philokles, Staseas had a son named SnpamiuK, who became priest of 
Zeus Kynthios and Athena Kynthia in Prokles' archonship (99/8 
B.C.}." The man who in Epikrates' year moved that the honors 
to Gorgias be ratified by the Athenian demos, was XLt^iyhnp 
®aK-rfTi.ykiioiB Tp[[Kopi!(Tios] . ° Perigenes performed a like function in 
the case of the Delian agoranomoi for Archon's archonship,' In 
Ergokles' year (132/1 B.C.) he was the chairman of the board of 
proedroi when another Delian matter was under discussion.' 

In Zopyros' archonship (186/5 B.C.) one of the epimeletai 
commended for their services was [MJeve/ia^o^ 'Avflcor^piou iy 
Muppivo[vr]T?js.' lu Aristaichmos' archonship (160/59 E.G.)'" 
and in Epikrates' archonship" the most prominent among the 
ambassadors from Delos lo Athens was 'Avfleor^pios iy Mup/nnnimp. 
In L,ysiades' archonship (166/5 B.C. ?) among the hieropoioi for 
the Ptolemaia the same person is mentioned." The treasurer for 
Archon's year, Nikodemos,"isknownto have been from the deme 
Hamaxanteia." Among the ephebes for 123/2 B.C. was 



iB.C.H. XV(i89i),p. a52. 
'Cornell Studies, VII (1898), p. 46. 
'B.C.H. XV(l89l), p. 357 f. 

*B.C.H. XV (1891), p. 257 f. : cf. Cornell Studies, VII {1S9S), p. 46. 
»'Afli}>'. II, p. 132 ; Leb&gue, Rech. sur D^ob, p. 156 quoted in B.C.H. 
Xni(i8S9).p.4ia, n. 3. 
'B.C.H. XIII {1889), p. 415. 
'B.C.H. XVI (iS92),p. 373. 
'B.C.H. XVI (1892), p. 376. 
■C.I.A. n, 420. 



"C.I.G. 2270. 
"B.C.H. XVI (iS 
"C.I.A. II, 953- 
"B.C.H. XIII (iS 
"B.C.H. XIII (If 
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Atfii^puK NiKoS^/uju 'Afuiiavrt^yt] a son of the treasurer doubtless.' 
Homolle identifies Nikodenios with the archon for 122/1 B.C. 
In 183/2 B.C. a man named Menedemos of Kydathenaion made a 
contribution for his boy Archon.' M en ede hi oshke wise appears in 
themuch-cited inscription C.I. A. II, 1047 (c. 125 B.C.?). Homolle 
identifies this Archon with the eponymous magistrate of the same 
name.' In Phaidrias' archonship (c. 150 B.C.) the agonothefes 
for the Theseia was MiXna^ ZiatXov Mapa^iivuK,' who in Archon's 
year had some expensive duties in connection with the o-iTiuvuta to 
perform, in Theaitetos' year had some similar burdens, and in 
the year probably in which [ — BJouroSip was secretary was 
agonothetes for the Panathenaia.' In some year shortly before 
that of Archon he had been agonothetes for the Dionysia. 

The secretary allows for Epikrates 150/49 and 138/7 B.C. The 
mass of the evidence favors the latter. For the decree in honor 
of Gorgias was probably passed later than the year in which he 
was agoranomos. Staseas, the contemporary of Sotades who was 
colleague of Gorgias in the agoranomia, could hardly have been 
matured earlier than 150/49 B.C. , .seeing that he was priest thirty- 
two years later. From the chronology of his sons his prime 
would seem to fall in the neighborhood of 135 B.C. Serambos 
was a young man beginning business in 158-5 B.C. Perigenes 
connects Epikrates closely with the year 132/1 B.C. The tan- 
geiicies of Anthcsterios favor the earlier date, but do not exclude 
the later. The family relations of Anthesterios no doubt made 
him & persona grata with the demos at Athens. Hence his selec- 
tion as ambassador when in his prime in iGo/59 B.C., and again 
twenty-two years afterwards. Nikodenios was in his prime in the 
neighborhood of 130 B.C. Miltiades conld hardly have had three 
expensive agonothesiai to perform in the short period of about ten 
years. 



'C.I.A. II, 471, col. IV, 1. 116, 
'C.I.A. II, 983,001. I, 1.55. 
'B.C.H. XVII (1893), p. 162, I 
*C.I.A. II, 446. 
'C.I.A. 11,431; IV 2, 421. 
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§64. Theaitctos.' 137/6 B.C. ? 

Theaitetos came later tliaii Archon (139/8 B.C.)' and earlier 
than 129/8 B.C. Tlie' tatter year is determined by the fact that 
the inscription in which Theaitetos is mentioned was passed in 
the year in which [ — BjovraS?;? was secretary.' Theaitetos there- 
fore was archon in one of the years 137/6, 135/4, *"'! ^34/3 B.C. 
137/6 B.C. is the most probable of the three, because of the close 
connection of Theaitetos and Archon indicated in C.I. A. IV 2, 
421. 

§65. Xenon.' 135/4 B.C. ? 

There can be no doubt that Homoile" is right in identifying the 
archon Xenon with Xenon, the son of Asklepiades, of Pbyle, 
epimeletes of Delos in 118/7 B.C.* Asklepiades, the father of 
Xenon, was born some years before 183/2 B.C.' Sotades, the 
agoranonios of Zaleukos' year," was paidotribes in Xenon's year,* 
andStaseas, the paidotribes of Xenon's year,'" was priest of Serapis 
in 1 18/7 B.C." Themo.st probable location for Xenon, therefore, 
seem.s to be some year in the neighborhood of 135 B.C. 

§66. Timarchos." 134/3 B.C. 

On the basis of an inscription not yet published Colin" an- 
nounces that Timarchos coincides with the Delphiau archon 
TifMKpiTtK EuKXetSa, who, belonging to tlie ninth priestship, held 



'C.I.A. 11,421; IV 2, 421. 

'C.I. A. IV 2, 421, lines 35 and 36. 

'The union of fragment a of C.I.A. II, 421 with the beginning of fragment 
b is not afiected by the re-arrHngement of Uie inscription made in C.I.A. 
IV J, 411. 

'B.C.H. XV (1891), p. 252 fi. 

'B.C.H. XVII (1893), p. 164. 

•B.C,H. in (1879), p, 370 f.; VI (18S2), p. 320; see above p. 46. 

'C.I.A. 11,983.00]. I. 1. lot f. 

'B.C.H. XIII (1889), p. 409 f. 

•B.C.H. XV(iS9i), P- 252 ff. ; cf. XIX (1895), p. 511. 

"B.C.H. XV(i89i), p. 252 ff. 

" CorneU Studies, VII ( 1898), p. 46. 

"C.I,A. II Add. 4S3b. 

"B.C.H. XXII (iSga), p. 147 t. 
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office a little before 130 B.C. We may therefore place Timarchos 
in the interval between 137/6 and 134/3 B.C. and perhaps in the 
last year of the period. 

§67. Metrophancs,' Ergokles," and Epiklcs.' 133/2-131/0 
B.C. 

That Ergokles directly precedes Epikles is shown by C.I. A. II, 
594, and that Metrophanes was the immediate predecessor of 
Ergokles is made practically certain by an inscription published 
in the Bulletin.* The secretary for Metrophanes year was from 
the tribe Erechtheis. 

In the Herculanean list of the Academic philosophers Epiklea 
figures in connection with the death of Karneades I, son of Pole- 
marchos, the namesake and contemporary of the famous son of 
Epikomos or Philokomos. lu the same connection the following 
statement is made:' KA[£iTcifm;;(]M tis ' kKi^iiJ.\a.v\ iwi^akcv fitra 

iroX\[tiiv y] v(i)f»t]tnu [v] — irporepoii yap ^(T;^oXafo[v <v] Ua [XA] aS [iui] — 

jitTa T^i- Kii/3v[e(iS]oii [rt] Xiu [t] ijv. ' Now it was two years after 
the death of Karneades I that Kleitomachos came to the Academy 
as is shown by the following passage quoted by Philodemos from 
Apollodoros : ' Uapa [KapJi-aiSou 8[«] rou ^aKt.fiapya\i rm ^i'o[v] eir' 
'EffinXt'ous t'!p]x'"^°W fyXtXo [wo] T(K [KpJaTjjs T[n]/tcr(i)i '"K]*' 
[irJjfoX^v 8[£E]8e^iiTO- toiJtou 8e 81!' ?'<'[)j] hia.Ka.Ttvjyovroi y.avQv K\«- 
ti.'/m[x]oi kv \y£\ [n]aAAQ8i'<u [a-]xo[X]^V - " "S T^v "A [Ka8]^;i[uiv 

/i] triiK \S\ t yvio [pi/itov iroAAii' ficra] . Or as Philodemos puts it him- 
self : * [Kap]wB8[)j]v8ui8efa^[evD]s i5y^<f" [to 8] if Jtij, Kar[*OTp]ti^[e] 8i 



'C.l.A. 11.408; B.C.H. XIII (1889), p. ajo; XVI (1892), p. 374 fF. 

'C.I.A. 11,594; B.C.H. XVI {189a). p. 376. 

'C.I.A. II, 459, 594; Bucheler, Index Here. Aead. PMl. pp. i6 and 18. 

•B.C.H. XVI (1891), p. 376. 

' Biicheler, Index Here. Acad. Phil. p. 15. 

' There is no trace of another line here, though Biicheler, to get over the 
difficulty this statement caused him, was inclined to think that one must 
have fallen out; see Phil. Suppl. II (1863), p. 541. 

' Biich. 1. c. p. rS and Sitzuugsb. d. k. Akad. d. Wissens. xa Wien, 
CXXIII {1S90], VI, p. 84; see Gampsrz, Jenaer Lite rat nneitung (1875), p. 
Rohde, Rhein, Mos. XXXIII (1878), p. 621 f. ; Gomperz "" 



-. p. 83. 

Buch. 1. c. p. 16. 
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■E[irut]Amu[e] D^x''[>^<']e. kCot] Ai[b-e].' 8J 8miSo[x]ov tov (™(r[x]o- 
Aacr7^[vj KpanjTO. Tap(T[e]a to yei-fo^j T\\fTiaa.To S" [ovTDs] fri\ rsTrapo. 

Therefore it must have been at the time of tbe death of Karneades 
II, the son of Kpikoinosor Philokomos, that Klei to machos entered 
the Academy. This event Apollodoros, as quoted by Diogenes 
lyaertius,' assigned to the year 129/8 B.C. Two years before in 
131/0 B.C. Karneades I died and Epikles was archou. The sec- 
retary for Metrophanes' year beiugfrom Erechtheis, 131/0 B.C. is 
the year demanded for Epikles by the official order also. 

How it came about that Karneades II resigned the headship of 
the school four years before his death, it is futile to enquire. His 
act was not without a precedent in the history of the Academic 
school ; for I,akydes had done the same thing before him.' The 
blindness of Karneades must in any case have incapacitated him 
for work.' Diogenes Laertins omitted to mention the resignation 
of Karneades II because of its approximate coincidence with his 
death. The fact that Kleitomachos came to the Academy at the 
time that eveut happened explains why the same writer, neglect- 
ing Karneades I and Krates of Tarsos, who were heads of the 
school from 133/2 to 131/0, and from 131/0 to 127/6 B.C. respec- 
tively, .states bluntly' that Kleitomachos was the successor of 
Karneades II. Kleitomachos may indeed have been joint head of 
the school from 129/8 to 127/6 B.C. just as Euandrosand Telekles 
were associated after the death of Lakydcs.' 

The following name connections snpport the general location of 
this group : The mover of a decree in Metrophanes' year,* 
Aidi^iTos "EiMrauni 'E/)/«u«, wa.s one of those appointed to tlie charge 
of the sacred monies and other revenues of the temple at Delos for 
Kallistratos' archonship' (157-4 B.C.). One of the 



■ IV. 65. 

' See above p. 50 f. 

•Smith, Diet, of Biog. 3. v. Cai 

* IV, 67 ; lalilaTO Tir KanFfiS 

» Diog. Laert. IV, 60. 

•B.C.H. XIII [1889), p. 150. 

'B.C.H. IV (1880), p. 186. 
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chosen to go from Delos to Athens in Metrophaties' 5'ear' was 
*iXav9ip ^Ajutuk, a minor in 183/2 B.C.' The second ambassador 
on the same ocxraston was YAayliav Kof^wKiSi^s, the same no doubt 
who appears in C.I. A. II, 1044 (c. 150 B.C.), whose father, 
"AXxtTijs Eua[y][tuvo! KofftditiSy;!, was an epinieletes in the early part of 
the second cent. B.C.,' and whose uncle, [EjiayiW KoflmictSjjs, iu the 
neighborhood of 180 B.C., made a contribution for himself and 
for his son 'AAKenp.' The third ambassador was Bi^ttokos 
AdfiTTTptui. In Echekrates' year (102/1 B.C.) Buttokos Sa^tt- 
T[jjje[vs] was epimeletes of the harbour at the Peiraieus' ; in 
Herakleitos' year (96/5 B.C.) he was termed l\jri. r^v Sjj/i] offt'av 
Tp[ojjrt^a>' T^v 6- A^[Aiii]' ; iu the same year his brother, nujjpos 
XLvftpov A-afiwrptv^, who in Argeios' first year (98/7 B.C.)' had been 
herald of the Areopagus, was orpaTif/oi (tt! [rh ojrA.]a.' The 
gymnasiarch at Salamis for Ergokles' year" was ©eo'Soros ECo-rpd^ou 
Ilapoieus, the same who in 103/2 B.C. furnished some fittings for a 
templetliere." His brother, 'lipoit>avTip Eiirrpo^ovllapauw, appears 
in a list of names" published in the neighborhood of 125 B.C. 
His son was an epimeletes iu the vicinity of roo B.C." The mover 
of a decree in Epikles' year" was 0*oyoTjs K [a] AAi/ia;<ou AtoKovatvt, 
whosz daughter, Heliko, becranie the wife of 'AflipoSu/jos Aifcuvtus." 
Athenodoros was herald of the Areopagus in 98/7 B.C.," aud a 

I B.C.H. XVI ( 1893), p. 376 f. 

' C.I. A. II, 983, col. I, 1. 103 ; see above p, 46. 

'C.I.A. II, 952,1. 21. 

'C.I.A. n, 9S4. ]. 38; ct. II, r043 (c. 100 B.C.) for 'AXji^tiji Efiaviumr 
□iptAiISou?. 

»C.I.A. II. 9S5E, col. I, 1. II. 

' C.I.A. II. 98s E, col. n, 1. 57 f. 

'C.I.A. II, 98s D, col. II, 1. 16 f. 

«C.LA. II, 935 E, col. 11,1.44; see also C.I.A. II, 451, 104S. The daughter 
ot Pytrhos appears in C.I.A. IV 2, 477 d, 1. 32 ; see below p. 86. 

'C.I.A. II, 594. 

'"C.I.A. II, 595- 

II C.I.A. II, 1047, 1. 12. 
"C.I.A. IV 2, 952 b, 1. 17 ; cf. 988 b, 1. 5. 
"C.I.A. 11, 594. 
» C.I.A. II, 3300. 
"C.I.A. U, 985 D, col. II, 1. 7. 
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thestnothetes in the early part of the first century B.C.* His son 
Athenophanes was an ephebe in 11 9/8 B.C.* 

§ 68. Demostratos.' 130/29 B.C. 

A Delphian decree passed in the archonship of 'ApwrnW 'Avofav- 
SptSa, at the time of the Pythian games,* proves that Demostratos, 
the Athenian contemporary of Aristion, belongs to the third year 
of an olympiad. In connection with his Fasti Delphici Pomtow 
has on several occasions* discussed the location of Demostratos. 
From data not explicitly stated* he determines that the only two 
j-ears open to him are 130/29 and 126/5 ^-C. 134/3 B.C. he 
specifically excludes.'' Of the two years admissible he selects 
126/5 B.C., but as his view in this particular is based upon 
Homolle's archon list his conclusion lacks cogency. This has 
been already pointed out by Colin in his Notes de chronologic 
delphique who chooses 130/29 B.C. for Demostratos.® It will be 
seen that if we leave out 134/3 B.C. it is necessary that Demos- 
tratos occupy 130/29 B.C., inasmuch as no third year of an 



» C.I.A. II, 863. 

'C.I.A. II, 469, 1. 105. 

•C.I.A. II, 551, 1. 40. 

* C.I.A. II, 551, 1. 52 f. 

•Mitth. XV (1890), p. 289; Phil. LIV (1895), p. 215 ff., p. 591 ff. 

•Aristion belongs to the ninth priestship. In the year 1889 (Jahrb. f. cl. 
Phil. CXXXIX (1889), p. 546) there were extant for the period between 
168-7 B.C. and the beginning of the 9th priestship at Delphi 29 annual 
archons besides a share of 15 others, who came between 168-7 B.C. and the 
end of the twelfth priestship (after 92-1 B.C. ; see Phil. LIV (1895), p. 591 ; 
B.C.H. XXII (1898), p. 148). On the other hand in the year 1898 there 
were extant between the beginning of the 9th priestship and the year 84-3 
B.C. (at the latest) thirty-five archons, if we include 5 names belonging to 
this period but as yet unassigned to either a year or priestship (B.C.H. XXII 
(1898), p. 156 ff.). In this way the beginning of the 9th priestship is 
limited to the period between 139-8 B.C. — and 129-8 B.C. -f-. The end can 
be determined by me with no such precision : it must however have been 
later than 125-4 B.C. and earlier than 98-7 B.C. The fact, if it be a fact, 
(Pomtow, Phil. LIV (1895), p. 216 and Jahrb. f. cl. Phil. CXLIX (1894), p. 
673) that several archons in the 9th priestship preceded Aristion, makes 
134-3 B.C. very improbable for him. 

7 Phil. LIV (1895), p. 217. 

•B.C.H. XXII (1898), p. 147 ff. 
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olympiad is unoccupied till we reach 114/3 B.C., which the 
stemma of the Aristion family probably excludes,' and which is 
probably to be assigned to either Herakleides or Sosikrates. 

§ 69. Lykiskos,' Dionysios,' Theodorides,' Diotimos,' 
Jason,' Nikias and Isigenes,' Demetrios,' aiid Nikodemos.* 
129/8-122/1 B.C. 

By a piece of good fortune the secretary and the year of Jasou's 
archonship, as well as the secretary for Nikodemos' year, are 
known. The priest of Serapis, too, for Nikias' and Isigenes' 
year is known," Above all we can prove that the archons given 
above follow one another in the order given ; since C.I. A. Ill, 
1014 furnishes us with the list from Lykiskos to Demetrios," and 
we know the successor of Demetrios, Nikodemos, from C.I. A. II, 
471, 1. 6. The secretary confirms the statement of Phlegon of 
Tralles that Jason was archon at Athens in the consulship at 
Rome of M. Plautius Hypsaeus and M. Pulvius Flacciis, 125/4 
B.C" This being so, the year 129/8 B.C. ff. must be assigned to 
Lykiskos and his group. 

'Phil. LIV (1895), p. 216. 

' C.I.A. III, 1014 ; C-I.G- 2296 ; B C.H. VI (18I 

'CLA. III. 1014; CI.G. 2296: B.C.H. VI, ( 
(189S), p. 147 f. The Delphian archon, Pyrrhos 

'C.I.A. III, 1014; IV 2, 1225 b; B.C.H. X (18. 
347. ' C.I.A. Ill, 1014 ; Leb&gue, Rech. sur 
(i8B3),p. 370. 

"C.I.A. Ill, 1014 ; II, 460, 625 ; Phlegon of Tralles, Mirabilia X, Rerum 
Naturalium Scriptores, ed. Keller I, p. 75 f. 

'C.I.A. Ill, 1014; 'kBiv. II, p. 134 (here written Eisigeiies and not 
accompanied by Nikias) ; B.C.H. XVI (1892), p. 152. 

« C.I.A. Ill, 1014 ; II, 471, !. 6, ' C.I.A, II, 471, 472 ; IV 2, 472 b. 

'"The priest of Serapia was Aij/iii''P«s '^py-T^aiainit Mii))aBiii'iot, not Aji^iJTptoi 
'Ep^KTlou Mapaflii«o5 as I gave it in Cornell Studies, VII (189a), p. 48. 

" Of the last name, Demetrios. Koehler read on the stone — ^iit — which 
was Dilleiiberger's sufficient warrant for reading [ajj]^i}r[piot]. 

" I have to thank Conrad Trieber ( Literariaches Centralblatt, XLIX (1898), 
p. 1606) for calling my attention to the correction of the text of Phlegon 
made by Diels in his Sibyllinische Blatter, p. 7 ff. As emended the text 
reads ; iyyir^Bii fal Irl 'Vii)!,^! iySp6yum SpxovTO! 'Aflijuijo-ti 'IdffBHir, 
AiroT(ui)ToJ> iy 'PiS^ib Mipmu nXauT(oij[ifai S^frau Ko/j^iifiou] 'Tfalav xal 
MdpKov *ouXpi»u *\iKtou. The explanation Diels offers for the presence in 
the MS. of the bracketed excrescence is most plausible. I refer the reader 
to the place dted above: cf. also Cornell Studies, VII {1S98), p. 61, 



!), p. 495; X(i886), p. 34 
I82), p. 491, p. 495; XXII 
held office in 12S-7 B.C. 
l),p.33; cf. VI {1882), p. 
3^1os, p. 163; B.C.H. VII 
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§70. Eumachos.' 121/0 B.C. 

An excerpt from Apollodoros' chronicle, twice introduced by 
Philoderaos' in his history of the Academic succession, has heen 
deciphered by Gomperz as follows : 

[Ti], K.|>]k»[S],,(.) «S .™ Ti,.S,[J], ?[,] xp[dm.] 
Bai7fl(« i/Eo? 'Bp/uiy [0] /jou [M] ttpatftuvtos, 
To r" iXAo <3(> 7r[J^ Kjal Tov [;8iW] /«£Xi(r]ra [S^] 
•E^tuv ^[iA]oo-[o]((ioi', r[iu][ XdytuS" d [ttq] XiuTtpos . 

T[<riJ t' 'Ei^ecriou ^[p]ttX"''' "r"-"' Eii^[ouX]ou xpo"""' 
Tots t' AutoXi! [ko] «rt[i'] T<fi t' 'A^nuvrij (jiV) ttoXAojicis, 
*HSij 7rpo/3(^)jKius f[ai] a-;(oX^9 ^you/itros, 

[Tjg [r']"rX"^['^] TdvSpo! [^] Kal TiS Xoyi}>. 
AtKaToi S( [t^]s toS KcipveaSou ^eroXAay^s 
"^OTfpov, ^[t'] np;»;ovT(is irap' ij^iv Eu/ia^^ou 
©iip[yijXi]ii'OT /iiji-o? e^t'AiJreii - — , 

If Other things were equal, the archon Eumachos would have 
to be assigned to 119/8 B.C., the tenth year after the death of 
Karneades II. But seeing that Hipparchos occupies that year, 
we must assume that the Karneades, from whose death the 
reckoning is made, is Karneades I,' and must assign Eumachos 
to 121/0 B.C. The context niidoubtedly made it clear which was 

§71. Melon.' 120/19 B.C.? 

On the basis of a resemblance between the inscription of 
Melon's year and one passed in the year of Dionysios ^leri, 



■ Gomperz. Jenaer Literaturadtuiig, 1875, p. 603 f. Biicheler, Index, p. 16 
read the name as Eugamos. Preuner, Hermes, XXIX (1894). p. 554, n, 1 
called attention to Gomperz' correction; Pomtow, Phil, LTV (1895), p_ 
370 did likewise. All others have persisted in retaining the wrong form, 

' Buch. 1. c. p. 16 and p. 18. The repetition of the passage, like some of 
its contents, still demands explanation. 

' See above p. 74 f. 

•B.C.H. VH (1883), p. 340. 
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AvKMTKov (128/7 B.C.)» Reinach^ placed these two archons close 
together.* Schoeffer places Meton in the neighborhood of 142 B.C. 

§ 72. Hipparchos' and Lenaios,* Aristarchos'^ and Aga- 
thokles,* Menoites^ and Sarapion.^ 119/8-118/7, 107/6-106/5, 
105/4-104/3 B.C. 

Several groups of two archons each are furnished by certain 
well known ephebe lists. They are : Demetrios and Nikodemos, 
Hipparchos and Lenaios, Aristarchos and Agathokles, Menoites 
and Sarapion, and Echekrates and Medeios. Of these the first 
pair belongs, as we have seen, to 123/2, 122/1 B.C., the last pair 
to 102/1, loi/o B.C.® The others require to be dated. For 
Lenaios, Aristarchos, Agathokles, and Sarapion we have the 
secretaries, and we know that Hipparchos, Aristarchos, and 
Menoites were respectively . the direct predecessors of Lenaios, 
Agathokles, and Sarapion.*" 



* Rev. Arch. 1883, 2, p. 93. 

* It may be only a coincidence, yet it is worth noting, that the priest of 
the Great Deities — a cult very closely allied to that of Serapis, Isis, and 
Anubis (B.C.H. VII (1883), p. 336)— for 161-0 B.C.? belonged to the tribe 
Aiantis (C.I.G. 2270), and the one for 128-7 B.C. to Oineis (C.I.G. 2296) : 
so perhaps the one for 120-19 B.C. to Pandionis — the tribe to which the 
priest for Meton 's year belongs. 

^ C.I.A. II, 469. 

*C.I.A. II, 469; B.C.H. XVI (1892), p. 159. 

* C.I.A. II, 470 ; 'kB-fiv. IV, p. 462 ; cf. B.C.H. VI (1882), p. 348, no. 74. The 
priest who made the dedication in this inscription is styled AUrxpi<ap 
AUrxpififvos Tov Aiovvalov McXitciJs. The reason for the appearance of the 
grandfather's name is to be found in B.C.H. VI (1882), p. 326, where we 
find klffxp^^v kUrxp^^vos rod Eipoi6\ov McXirejJs. Seeing that the former in- 
scription was posted up in 107-6, the latter in iii-o B.C., there was consider- 
able danger of confusion ; cf. B.C.H. VI (1882), p. 341, no. 50. 

« C.I.A. 11,470; IV 2, 1226 d; B.C.H. XIII (1889), p. 269; Josephus, 
Antiq. of the Jews, XIV, 8, 5. 

T C LA. II, 465 ; B.C.H. VI (1882), p. 349 ; VII (1883), p. 368. 

8 CI. A. II, 465, 595, 1. 5 ; B.C.H. III (1879), p. 294. 

® See below p. 86 f . 

^°See the inscriptions from the C.I.A. just cited. 
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Menoites and Sarapion cannot have come between 137/6 and 
log/8 B.C.; for the priest of Serapis for Menoites' year was 
*IjnrQ'vij(o[! 'Iinro]viKou *\u£iis, a name which does not occur in the 
list of priests though this is complete for the period included, ' The 
secretary allows only two places to be considered in their connec- 
tion 105/4, 104/3 B.C. and 93/2, 92/1 B.C. The first of these is 
imperatively demanded by the evidence; for in Sarapion's year 
the priests of Serapis still followed one another in the official 
order of their tribes. In loi/o B.C. that order had already been 
discontinued.' Furthermore in the archonships of Aristarchos 
(107/6 B.C.), Menoites, and Echekrates (loi/o B.C.) the oxAo- 
/liixos for the ephebes was 'HpdSoros Eirealo! and the at^mj?, KoAAios 
AiyiAitus.' Besides, the aKovrior^s for Dsmetrios' year, 133/2 B.C., 
having been the same as for Menoites' year,' the shorter interval is 
preferable. 105/4 ^nd 104/3 B-C. may therefore be assigned with 
certainty to Menoites and Sarapion. 

Of the other two pairs, the tangencies of Hipparchos and 
Lenaios are all with Deraetrios and Nikodenios (123/2, 122/1 
B.C.), and those of Aristarchos and Agathokles with Menoites 
and Sarapion (105/4, 104/3 B.C. ), and Echekrates and Medeios 
(102/1, loi/o B.C.). For the Ka.Ta.iraXTa.^i-tTfi of Demetrios' year, 
K<iA;(^8iuv KaAx[^]Sovos II{pi9o[t]8)ji, was aiftfTrji in Hipparchos' 
year, and 'Icpiav 'HpaxXtiSov 'Avayufuwrto!, the vm;p(Vijs of Demetrios' 
year, was oKovTurr-^i in Hipparchos' year.' On the other hand we 
have already seen that the three archons Aristarchos, Menoites, 
and Echekrates have a common oirXo/iaxtK and a common d</)erip. 
Since therefore we are allowed by the secretaries to assign either 
pair to 119/8, 118/7 or to 107/6, 106/5 B.C. there can be no doubt 
whatever that the earlier years are to be set down for Hipparchos 
and Lenaios and the later years for Aristarchos and Agathokles. 



' Cornell Studies, VII ( 181 
' See C.I.A. 11, 985 E, 1. 5 
•C.I.A. II, 470, 465, 467. 
* C.I.A. II, 471 and 465. 



*), p. 46. 
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In Agathokles' year ihe paidotribes was N<W 'A<^i8toIos.' The 
same individual held the same office in Herakleides' archonship' 
and ia Sosikrates' year.* Therefore it seemed to me that the.<«e four 
archous, Aristarchos, Agathokles, Herakleides, and Sosikrates, 
formed a group which could only bodily be moved and located. 
It was because of the supposed fact that the common paidotribes 
linked these archons together iiidissolubly, that in ttie Atheniau 
Secretaries' 1 assigned Aristarchos and Agathokles to 119/8, 
118/7 B.C. and Herakleides and Sosikrates to the years iraraedi- 
ately following. Bnl a man may have Iwen paidotribes in years 
widely apart. Thus in 23.J/2, 275/4. *n<l 272/1 ' B.C. the paido- 
tribes was'Ef>>io&iifKK "Eoprimp 'Ax°P*^-* No other precedent than 
this is needed Co warrant us in assuming that Ncuw 'A^iSnuo* 
could have been paidotribes in 114/3, m/o, and 107/6 B.C.' 

The location of Agathokles has been a matter of inucli dispute.' 
An Athenian decree, found embedded in Josephus' Antiquities of 
the Jews, is dated by this archon. From the position of the 
document in the work' one would suppose that its contents had to 
do with Hyrkanos II, high priest of the Jews from 69 to 40 B.C. 
Koehler in proposing the period 69-62 B.C. for Agathokles had, 
.besides the name connections already mentioned, to contend with i 
the difficulty that the kosmetes for Aristarchos' year, EUiofor I 
BuSo^ou 'AxepSoviTMw, seemed identical with the jmis, EvAj^m EuSofiw I 
'IinrofliovTtSiw (^uA^s who wou a victory at the Theseia in Phaidrias' 
year.' Salomon Reinach'" added to these difficulties another by J 

'C.I.A. rV2, 1326 d. I 

'C.I.A. IV a, 1226 c. 

•C.I.A. II, 1216. 

•Cornell Studies, VII (iSgS). p. 57 ; cf. Homolle, B.C.H. XVII (1893), p. 
153 f- 

' See above p. 27. 

•Tfnui? Ti(«tpxou BouTiaijt the paidotribes of 123-2 B.C. (C.I.A, II, 47iy ( 
was kosmetes in 102-1 B.C. (C.I.A. II, 467). 

' See Koehler's introductory note to C.I.A. II, 470. 

' To the fact that it got misplaced may be attribnted the addition ti 
name 'Tptavii of that of the second Hyrkanos' father, Alexandros ; see 
Homolle, B.C.H. XVII (iSgj), p. 153, n. 1, 

■ C.LA. II, 470, 1. 33 and 446, col. II, L 76. 

"■Rev. Arch. 1883, 2, p. 99 fi. 
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drawing attention to the tangencies of ©eoSotos iioSiii/Kii) Souvieiis. 
This individual, who was the mover of two Athenian decrees 
of Agathokles' year, was identified by Reinach with an epime- 
letes of Delos of the same name, whom Homolle located in 
Echekrates archonship,' Homolle added yet another difficulty 
in showing that, not only was iii-uivitji.'yi /ura Tlapanovov (who is 
now dated positively in 112/1 B.C.) joined to Agathokles by a 
common chairman of proedroi, STpnT-o^biuv ^TparoKkiovi Sowmvs, but 
also that Paratnonos was linked to Polykleitos by the fact that 
SuHT-iW Evuevom Olvat(K fwho is now known for certain to have 
been priest of Dionysos in 113/2 B.C. and priest of Serapis in 
1 10/9 B.C.) was a priest at Delos in both years.' When then in 
1893' he showed further that Polykleitos was archon in the 
neighborhood of no B.C., and from the text of Josephus itself 
made it likely that Agathokles came in the agth year of the 
priestship of Hyrkanos I' or in 106/5 B.C. , the view of Koehler 
was pretty well demolished. It only remained to add the testi- 
mony of the find.s at Delphi, through which we have recently 
learned that HtroKparijs 'Ay^iriAciou, the archon there with whom 
Aristokles coincided, belonged to the period of the three half- 
yearly senators, and therefore to a titue earlier than 84/3 B.C.,' 
to make it beyond all doubt that the Hyrkanos honored by the 
Athenians in Agathokles' year was Hyrkanos I, high priest of 
of the Jews from 135 ? to 105 ? B.C.' 
§73. Nausias.' 115/^ B.C. 

We know that Nausias was archon at Athens in the year in 
t which raios rcttou 'A;(apvct!s was priest of the joint cult of Serapis. 



'B.C.H. Vin (1884), p. I03 ff. ; ct. B.C.H. XVn (1893), p. 152. 

•B.C.H. X (1886), p. 25; cf. II (1878), p. 397 and VI(i88i),p. 337f. 

•B.C.H.XVII {1893), p. 149 ff. 

'The phrase runs thus in Josephus (I.e.): raDra iyirtra ivl 'TpKataO 
ipXtp^i" Kal iStifiX"" fTnus /vdrou /iigi^i Rayiiiau, Homolle ingeniously 
BQpposes that in place of 9th it had originally been 39th. 

' B.C.H. XXII ( 1898), p. 147 ff and p. 160. 

• The dates are quite uncertain ; see Homolle, B.C.H.XVII (1893), p. 156 f, 

' CI.G. 3295. 
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Isis, and Anubis at Delos.* In the Athenian' Secretaries I have 
shown that Gaios was priest in the year 115/4 B.C. 

§ 74. Herakleides' and Sosikrates.* 114/3 or iii/o B.C. 

These two archons are linked to each other and to Aristarchos 
(107/6 B.C.) by the common paidotribes NcW 'A^tSviuos.* Be- 
tween 133/2 B.C. and 95/4 B.C. the only vacant years are 120/19?, 
1 17/6, 1 16/5, 1 14/3, and iii/o B.C. Though one can hardly say 
that all but the last two are impossible, they are at least much 
less probable. 

§ 75. Paramonos® and Dionysios.^ 113/2-112/1 B.C. 

In Dionysios' archonship the consuls at Rome were L. Cal- 
purnius (Piso) and M. Livius (Drusus).* This coincidence dates 
Dionysios with absolute certainty in 112/1 B.C.,' the year which 
the secretary also demands.*" From C.I. A. II, 475 we know 
that Paramonos was the immediate predecessor of Dionysios.** 

§ 76. Polykleitos" and Jason.*' 110/9-109/8 B.C. 

From the list published in the Athenian Secretaries** it is evi- 
dent that SoxrtW Oivouos was priest of Serapis in 110/09 ^-C. The 
epimeletes of Delos for the year in which Sosion was priest was 



*C.I.G. 2295 and B.C.H. VI (1882), p. 324, no. 15. 

' Cornell Studies, VII (1898), p. 46. 

■ C.I.A. IV 2, 1226 c. 

*C.I.A. II, 1226. 

* See above p. 82. 

« C.I.A. II, 475 ; B.C.H. VI (1882), p. 338. 

^CI.A. II, 475 ; B.C.H. XXI (1897), p. 600; cf. XXII (1898), p. 148. 

« B.C.H. XXI (1897), p. 600. 

®Mommsen, C.I.L. I, p. 535. 

"See A.J.P. XIX (1898), p. 314 f. 

"2w(r£wv '&i>tUvovi OlvoXoi (B.C.H. VI (1882). p. 338, no. 41) I take to 
be the priest of Dionysos, the god to whom the dedication is made, not sm 
ex-priest of Serapis in Paramonos* year ; cf. HomoUe, B.C.H. XVII (1893), 

p. 154. 
"C.I.A. II, 461; B.C.H. II (1878), p. 397; XIII (1889), p. 370; XVI 

(1892), p. 151 f. ; XVII (1893), p. 149 and n. 2. 

"C.I.A. II, 461 ; B.C.H. VI (1882), p. 323. 

" Cornell Studies, VII (1898), p. 46 ff. 
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AioviauK Niiouvo! IlaXAipeus.' We have abundant testimony' that 
Dionysios was epimeletcs in Polykleitos' archoaship. Therefore 
Polykleitos was archon in 110/09 B.C. This is the year de- 
manded by the secretary also, just as 109/S B.C. is that demanded 
for Jason, the immediate successor of Polykleitos, by the priest of 
Serapis for his year. 

In 1893 Horaolle showed that the year of the accession of Philon 
totheheadshipof the Academy was that of Polykleitos. Inasmuch 
as Crassus, when praetor (11 1-09 B.C.), had attended the lectures 
of the predecessor of Philon, Klei to machos, the terminus post 
quem was thereby fixed for Polykleitos.' 

g 77. Democharcs' and Theoklcs.^ 108/7 and 103/2 B.C. 

From C.I. A. IV 2, 626 b we learn that Theokles was a near 
predecessor of Medeios (loi/o B.C.).' The only vacant places at 
all suitable are 108/7 ^nd 103/2 B-C. The two names [0eoi(X]^s 
and [npo«A.]5! are equally good for the preamble of C.I. A. IV 2, 
477, a decree which belongs to about this time ; but, inasmuch as 
the secretary is from the tribe Oineis, Prokles is impossible. 
Theokles should be restored, and is thereby fixed, through 
the secretary in 103/2 B.C. The other requirement for Theo- 
kles is almost as cogent. Among the ephebes in Delos for 
Theokles' year' was Sifio^^*' '%iii.aKan Tapon-iTOs, who in Bchekrates' 
year (102/1 B.C.) was enrolled among the foreign ephebes resi- 
dent at Athens.* A man could be an ephebe in two years only. 

The decree just cited is in praise of the ipyaarivai,' maidens who 
spun the wool for Athena's peplos in Theokles' year. The 

iB.C.H.VI(i883}, p. 337. 

•B.C.H. 11 (1878), p. 397; xrn (iSSg), p. 370; XVI (1892), p. 151 f. 

■B.C.H. XVri (1893), p. 149 f. 

'C.I.A. IV 2, 477 d. 

'C.I.A. IV2, 626 b; B.CH. XV(i8gi),p. 261. 

'Theokles could not have been a wear predecessor of the Medeios who 
was archon in S5-4 B.C. ? and following. 

'B.C.H. XV (iSgO.p- 361. 

SC.I.A. II, 467, 1. 145; cf. Fougferes, B.C.H. XV (:89i), p. 262. 

' That a peplos was made every year is shown by the scholium to Ar. 
Knights, 1. 566 ; ct. Sandys, Arist. Alh. Pol. 49, 1. 20, note. Koehler, however, 
maintains that it was made only for the Great Panathenaia (Mitth. VIII 
{1883), p. 62). 
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decree extant for DemocUares" year' was of like character and of 
the same general time. The secretary allows us as possibilities 
108/7 and 84/3 B.C. The latter year, however, is occupied in 
Schoeffer's list. Besides, the name connections, though by no 
means decisive, are on the whole in favor of 108/7 ^-C. ; for 
among the epymoTivtu for Deniochares' year are : The daughter of 
Dioiiysios of Phlya, one of the ^ffaiuurrai for Theokles' year.' 
The grandfather of Dioiiysios appears among the contributors in 
iSg/a B.C.;' the daughter of Theogenes of Lamptrai, whose 
grandfather also appears in 183/2 B.C. ;' the daughter of Pyrrhos 
of Lamptrai, who in 98/7 B.C. was herald of the Areopagus and 
iu 96/5 B.C. was general irl rh otXa; ' the daughter of Kallias of 
Bate and of Mtkion of Kcphisia. Por the family of Kallias see 
Koehler, C.I.A. II, 445, p. 223, and for that of Mikion see above 
P-45- 

§ 78. Echckrates," Mcdeios,^ Theodosios,' Prokles,* Ar- 
geios,'" Argcios," and Hcrakleitos." 102/1-96/5 B.C. 

An inscription published in the CI.A." furnishes us with a list 
of the Dsliau and Athenian magistrates, who in the first Iwtfrripii 
contributed airapxa-i to tile Pythian Apollo at Delos. This list is 
divided into eight captions by means of the seven archons above 
mentioned, and an eighth who immediately preceded Echekrates. 



' C.I.A. IV a, 477 d- 

'CI.A. IV I. 626 h ; cf. 11, 956, 1. 8. 

'C.I.A. n, 933, col. I, 1. 140. 

*C.I.A. 11,933, col. I, 1. 75. 

' See above p. 76. 

'CI.A. II, 4S7, 985 D, II. 17, 20. 

' CI.A. II, 467, gSs E, 1. 16 ; IV 2, 6a6 b, 1. 65 ; 1205 b?, 1206 b, 

«CI.A. II, 98s A, 1. 7, E, 1. 60. 

•CI.A. II, 935 A, 1. 17, E, col. II, 1. »6 ; Lebfigue, Rech. sur Daos, p. 156 ; 
B.CH. X (1886), p. 36 f. 

"CI.A. II, 985 D, col. II, I. 18; B.CH. XXII (1893), p. 148 and 160. 

" CI.A. 11, 985 D. col. II, 1. 30, 468. 

"C.I.A. II, [985 E, col. II, 1. 12], E. col. II, 1. 34.463, 627, 1207; B.CH. 
XV(i890. P-=63. 

'•CI.A. II, 985. 
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The following Delian inscription enables ua to date the whole 
group ; ' 'Epfiaiorai, 'ATroAAiuwairnil, noffeiSwviaoTat, 01 ywd/ievoi Im 
\ma.Tiiiv Vvojav KopwjXiou AtvToXou koj, IIojrXiDir Atmciov Kpatro-o-u, l-m 
ijTi/itXijroB Si T^i v-^<roii MijSeiiU Tov Mi;S«'oii IIt(paj,nu!, roi' 'HpaicX^v 
ividyjKav, di^it/jiuo-avrti 'HpaitXtt kq! 'ItoXikdis. Cn. Cornelius Lentulus 
and P. Licinius Crassus were consuls at Rome in 97 B.C.' Since 
the Roman consuls entered upon office in January,' and all ordin- 
ary Attic magistrates in June-July, Medeios was epimeletes of 
Delos in either 98/7 or 97/6 B.C. From the list already referred 
to* we learn that in the first archonship of Argeios. Medeios was 
epimeletes of Delos. Therefore the first archonship of Argeios 
falls in either 98/7 or 97/6 B.C. Of these two years Koehler selects 
the latter, because by this selection a coincidence is established be- 
tween the iwtcTijpii and two Pythiades (or the period between two 
quadrennial Delia). But if Sandj's is right' and in 279 B.C. the 
Delia were celebrated, not in the third year of an olympiad, but 
in the second, two Pythiades would only coincide with the 
(WECTijpi! when Argeios was archon for the first time in 98/7 B.C. 
That Argeios was archon for the first time in 98/7 B.C. is proved 
by the secretary for Medeios' year. 

§ 79. Unlocated archons. 

The following are the unlocated archons of the second century 
B.C. 

Andreas. 

C.I. A. II, 1043. The name is doubtfully that of an archon, 
the content of the inscription is not ascertainable, and its date 
uncertain. Au Andreas was epimeletes of Delos between 95 and 

'B.C.H. IV (iSSo), p. 190 f. lean find no evidence to support Homolle's 
assertioiJ that Medeios was epimeletes in both archonships of Argeios. 

'Mommsen. C.I.L. I, p. 537. 

•Since the Hermaistai were all Romans (B.C.H. VI (1882}, p. 166, n, 2) 
and neither the ApoUoniastai nor Poseidoniastai Athenians (B.C.H. VIII 
(1884), p. no), it is natural to expect that the Roman consuls, 
Athenian epimeletes, defined the year. 

•C.I.A. II, 985 D, col. II, 1. 14. 

•Arist. Ath. Pol. 54, 1. 3a, note. 
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88 B.C. (see'.Kirchner, Pauly-Wissowa, I, p. 2135 (4) ) and fig- 
ured in other connections about the turn of the second and first 
centuries B.C. From the common custom of making an ex- 
archon epimetetes at Delos, it is conceivable that Andreas, if 
archou, was archou in the last quarter of the second century B.C. 
A list of names accompanies that of this archon in C.I. A. II, 
1043, Among them appears EEm-^^iuii' Ba[r7flo']. Euktemon was 
about 15 years old in Anthesterios' year (C.I.A. II. 445. col. II, 
1. 7 S. ). Hence his lU^^ came in about 135 B.C. Andreas was 
probably his contemporary (cf, Kirchner, Rhein, Mus. LIII 
(1898). p. 388 f.). 

Andronides. 

'Ei^. 'Apx- 1898, p. 10. A mere name published without any 
chronological indication whatsoever. 

Antiphilos. 

C.I.A. II, 405. About the middle of the second century B.C. 

Dionysios 6 intra. - ijv. 

C.I.A. II, 418. The secretary was ©eoX^-os [- - fljo-. 

Dionysios a iLcra. Bcira. 

C.I.A. IV 2, 418 b. The secretary was '\aa-iav 'Ap«jToi£[p -]. 

These both in all probability came later than the Dionysios who 
succeeded Nikophon (c. 200 B.C.), but I do not see how one can 
say more than that they belong to the second century B.C. The 
second, for anything I can find to the contrary, might be identi- 
fied with the Dionysios who succeeded Lykiskos iu 128/7 B.C. 

(.) . . enion. 

C.I.A. II, 623, 1. 6, The letter before the H is said by Koehler 
to have been a Z. T, or T. We have an archon Atheniou fur- 
nished us by an Athenian kleruch inscription from the island o£ 
Skyros. Dittenberger (followed by Kirchner, Pauly-Wissowa, 
s. V. ) holds that Athenion is a local archon, and cites as parallels 
C.I.A. II, 46Qand5g4. TheseshowthatatSalamisalocal archon 
existed, but C.I.A. II, 595 indicates that the Athenian archon 
alone might be used to date a Salaminian document. At Delos the 
Athenian archon alone was used and the presumption is in favor 
of the same being true for Skyros. The letter preceding the H 
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might conceivably be a ®. If so, Athenion would come later than 
196 B.C., the year in which Athens got possession of Skyros. 

KX ■ ■ ■ 01.. 

B.C.H. X (1886), p. 37 f. May be ascribed to the period 
166-95 B.C. perhaps. 

- lytades. 

Biicheler (Index Here. Acad. Phil. p. 17, notes) places this 
archon in the first half of the second century B.C. 

-on. 

B.C.H. X (i885), p. 37 f. May be ascribed to the period 
166-95 BC. perhaps. 

C.I. A. II, 377. The man who made the motion was Aoupdrip 
Me[vTopos] - (C.I. A. IV 2, 377), who was chairman of the 
proedroi in Symmachos' year (C.I. A. IV a, 417 b). — os should 
therefore be ascribed to the early part of the second century B.C. 

- phantes. 

Biicheler, Index, etc., p. 19, notes ; Gomperz, Sitzungsb. d. k. 
Akad. d. Wissens. zu Wien, CXXIII (1890), VI, p. 84. Atlea.st 
seven years prior to the death of Karneades. Perhaps some- 
where between 150 and 140 B.C. 

Phokion. 

C.I. A. IV a, 463 c. Ascribed by Koehler to the second 
century B.C. 

Pleistainos. 

C.I. A. II, 1409. His full name was nXiwrrmvos SoutXcmis 
Kt^^tftv. In C.I. A. II, 840 there Is the first letter n, the 
second perhaps A, and the third E of an archon's name. Koehler 
suggests nXairriKvoi and ascribes the inscription to the end of the 
second century B.C. In it ^]o-:Ae(us 'Ai'[Tidx'"'] appears — perhaps 
Antiochos VIII Epiphanes, Philoraetor, Kallinikos, etc. (125-96 
B.C.) ; cf. Pomtow. Jahrb. f. cl. Phil. CXLIX (1894), p. 553, 
n. 95. 



Biicheler (Index, etc., p. 17, notes) places T- 
balf of the second century B.C. 
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C.I.A. IV 2, 407 k. 

The genitive of the archon*s name ended in - to]vs. The sec- 
retary was from the tribe Ptolemais. Kirchner in his indices 
ascribes the inscription to the second century B.C. It may be- 
long to 189/8, 177/6, 153/2, 141/0. or 117/6 B.C. 



There are, besides, the two fragmentary names E - (C.I.A. II, 
1 198), and Ka[l -] (C.I.A. II Add. Nov. 477 c), and the full 
name Aristeides (C.I.A. II, 1166) which belong somewhere in 
the third, second, and first centuries B.C. 



^^^^^^B CHRONOLOGICAL TABLES. ^^^^| 


' In this table the FollDwing ligns are used : i. Au iaterrogaUaa mark with iUUcs to indicate ^ 


an approximate dating, i. 








4. Roman type to indicate 


well aasured and practically certain dating, 5. An asterisk after a H 






! B.C. 
1 307/6 


Archon. 


Tribe. 


Secretary. 


Atiaxikrates 


Aigeis 


A.va!ai [N]ofl[i']7nro« Au.^«,5s 


306/5 


Koroibos 


Aiautis 


Qofii^iAot 0coyctVavo! 'PafiMivfTUK 


305/4 


Euxeuippos 


Autiochis 


OS Aiixov 'AAu.n-e-c^ft [i^] 


304/3 


Pherekles 


Antigoiiis 


EmxaptvtK iij/Aoxapous TapyqTTUK 


303/2 


Leostratos 


Erechtheis 


AiqipavTiK icovuiroSci/joii ^vj-ynucrtos 


302/1 


Nikokles 


Aigeis 


N/ku,^ ©toS^poii n\,jetw: 


301/0 


Klearclios 


Pandiouis 


Mv^crap)([os "jou llpo^aXwrios 


300/9 


Hegemaclios 


Leon t is 




1 2y9/8 


Euktemon 


Akamaiitis 


©tti^iXo? [H(i']o[^Sv]r<.!K(i^aA^eev 


298/7 


Miiesi demos 


Oiiieis 




297/6 'Antiphates 


Kekropis 




I'Arapxm 






296/5 'Nikias 


Hippothontis 


[■Av.] . [«p] dm, KparcV [ov Mrjv] . [.v.] * 


1 295/4 


Nikostratos 


Aiantis 


— — *aX)Jp(iis' 


, 294/3 


Olympiodoros 


Antiochis 




1 293/2 


Philippo.S 


Antigonis 




292/1 


Lysia, 


Deinetrias 




291/0 


Kim on 


Erechtheis 




290/9 


Diokles 


Aigeis 


Htvo^a [v N] ««ni 'AAoM.^ 


1 289/8 IDiotimos 


Pandionis 


Aiwiirr/>aros [" Al purra \jl\ ayou naiavtttJs 


288/7 ■Isaios 


Leontis 




287/6 Eiithios 


Akamaiitis 




2S6/5 iXeuopliOH 


Oineis 




285/4 Urios 


Kekropis ES^evos KaXXL'ot/ A;£«.veJs H 


1 284/3 ' Te/okles 


Hippothontis' ^| 


283/2 


Menekles 


Aiautis lawSo-pM A„<Tte(o^ [TpiKop]W ■ 


282/T 


Nikias Otr. 


Autiochis '\<TaKpa.Tip'\<TOKpaToa 'AKonriK^Ba ^H 


' 281/0 


Aristonymos 
Gorgias 


AiUigoiiis •: AWuXl^i ^^^^ 


1 280/9 


Deinetrias 


^^^^1 


279/8 


Anaxikrates 


Ereclitheis 


^^^^^H 


278/7 


Dein Okies 


Aigeis 


^^^^^H 


277/6 


(.^...laiosf 


Patidionis 


^^^^H 


276/5 'Kleomachos? 


Leontia 


'A \^'\ Sdvijros 'ApxLvov K^n-tos ^H 


275/4 Polyeiiktos 


Akamaiitis 




274/3 iHieron 


Oineis 


^^viiXos Elai'^tXou 'O^dcv ^^^^^^| 


2Til2\BubHlosf 


Kekropis 


^^^^H 


272/1 \Pkiloneos? 


Hippothontis 
Aiantis 


^^^^H 


L 271/0 'Pylharatos 


^^ 


^^^fe ' Prom an inscription 


not yet published. ^M 
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270/9' 

269/8 

a 68/7 Philokrates 

267/5 Ptiihidemos 

266/5 ■ 

265/4 ' ! 

264/3 jDiognelos ' 
263/2 iArrheiieides I 
262/1 I I 

260/9 1 I 

257/6 ! 

256/5 ■ 

255/4 , 

254/3 'Kallimedes? 

253/2 j 

252/1 iTlicrsilocIios? 

251/0 I 

250/9', 

249/8 

248/7 \Dwgeiton 

247/6 I 

246/5[,C.I.A,1Vj,37ic, 

245/4II — mon I 

244/3 i I 

243/2 

242/1 ^ I 

2^ilo Glaukippos 

240/g ; 

239/8 ! 

238/7 C.I.A.IV2,373C.; 

237/6 'Heliodoros '■ 

236/5 Leocliares 

235/4 Tlieophilos , 

234/3 ;Ergochares j 

233/2 iNiketes 



Antiocbis 
Autigonis 
Deinetrias 

Erechtheis 

Aigeis 

Pandiouis 

Leontis 

Akamantis 

Oineis 

Kekropis 

Hippothonds 

Aiatitis 

Autiochis 

Autigonis 

Demetrias 

Erechtheis 

Aigeis 

Pan d ion is 

Leontis 

jAkamantis 

jOiiieis 

I Kekropis 

iHipjmtliontis 

Aiantis 

: Autiochis 

Autigonis 

Demetrias 

Erechtheis 

Aigeis 

Pan d ion is 

Leontis 

Akamantis 

Oiiieis 

Kekropis 

Hippothoutis 

Aiantis 

Antiocbis 

Antigonis 



UyijtninnK Kpurtoiiajjav McXirevt 



..Jos Tc^ivou [trios] 



[KaXjXuif KoAAiaSou TlKiaBtvt 
AioSoTOs AioyKTTOi? ^fudppio^ 

©coSn'os @co^lXov Kapiai&tp 
- Ei[TaiIos]* 
Aijit-TiTpio^y] 'IinroT[o]/i[ti]8T;s 



ESflmvo [s kJ piTou I^Mupp] ivovtnos 



[ t] ™m 'EwtKTjiftiau 

Xapiat KoAAiou Afifu»^[ii]f 



*tXi7nros Kri<puraSoipov 'A[^iSnuos]* 



' Unlocated archons of this period : Agasias, Sosistratos. 

' Ualocated archons of this period : A-, Alkibiades, (.?).. .bios, Hagnias, Lj^ades 
Lysitheides, Pheidostratos, Pythokritos, Tbeophemos, Thymochaies. 
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Year 
B.C. 


ArcAtm. 


Tribe. 


Secretary. 


=32/1 


Antiphilos 


Demetrias 




331/0 


Jason 


Erechtheis 




=30/9 


Kalli— 


Aigds 




2!9;s 


Menekrates 


Pandionis ' 


528/7 


Diomedon 


Leontis |*opi;iri«'8)js 'Apioro/itrau "A [Ai/ioutrios] * 


527/6; 

226/5I 


Kallaischros 


Ptolemais 
Akamantis 




"5l4 


Ckairepkon 


Olud. 




524/3 


3 


Kekropis 




223/2 


Diokles 




522/1 


Euphiletos 


Aiantis 


221/0 


Herakleitos 


Aiitiochis lAionFO- 


220/9 


Archelaos 


Antigonis 


M<5<rxo« M<.[trx -] Ku[8a]V(««w) 


219/8' 




Demetrias 




318/7 




Erechtheis 




317/6 


Aischron 


Aigeis 




316/5 


Kallistratos 


Pandionis 




"5h 




Leontis 




514/3 




Ptolemais 




513/5 


CIA.IVt^Ss/f 


Akamantis 


ApiffTora^ ®^,viro« K<[<^5(!n.] 


312/1 




Oiueis 




311/0 


Nikophonf 


Kekropis 




310/9 


Dionysios f 


Hippothontis 




509/8 




Aiaiitia 




508/7 




Antiochis 




507/6 


Thrasyphon ? 


Antigouis 


- - TOV IlaiaHEV! 


306/5 


Patiades 


Demetrias 




505/4 C.I.A. 11, 385. 


Erechtheis 


-S MtVOTTpaTOU Aa/lTTTptA 


504/3 j 


Aigeis 




S03/2 Antimachos? 


Pandionis 


Xnip[i]yoTp [Xuijpiywnf Mtippcwuo-tos 


502/1 [Phanarchides? 


Leontis 




soi/o 




Ptolemais 




200/9 


Sosigenes ? 


Akamantis 




199/8- 




Oineis 








Kekropis 




^ 




Hippothontis 
Aiantis 




195/4 




Antiochis 




194/3 




Attalis 





* tJnlocated archous of this period : AlezandroB, Philiuos. 

■Unlocatcd arclions of tlie third cent. B.C. : Antipatroa, Philippides, Proxenides. 
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Hippakos 
Souikos 



193/2 

192/r 

191 /o 

190/9 

189/8 

188/7 jSyuiinachos 

187/e iTlieoxeuos 

186/5 iZopyros 

185/4 lEupolemos 

184/3! 

183/3 Hermogeiie? 

182/1 ,Timesiauax 

.8./0 

180/9' 

179/S 

■ 78/7 

177/6 

i7«/5 

175/4 

174/3 

173/2 I 

172/1 Tychaodros 

171/0 De- 

1J0/9 Achaiosf 

169/8 'Eunikos 

168/7 iXenokles 

167/6 JNikomenes? 

166/5 iLysiades? 

165/4 jPelops 

164/3 lEiierg— 

163/2 ,'Erastos 

162/1 'Poseidoiiios 

i6i/o Aristolas 

160/9 Aristaichmos 

159/8 

158/7 ■ 

^^Vi Anthesterios 

'5^'5 Kallistratos 

153/2; 



Erechtheis 

Aigeis 

Pandionis 

Leontis 

Ptolemais 

Akamantis 

Oiiieis 

Kekropis 

Hippotbontis 

Aiatitis 

Antiochis , 

Attalis 

Erechtheis 

Aigeis 

Pandionis 

Leontis 

Ptolemais 

Akamantis 

Oineis 

Kekropis 

Hippothontis 

Aiantis 

Antiochis 

Attalis 

Erechtheis 

Aigeis 

Pandionis 

Leontis 

Ptolemais 

Akamantis 

Oineis 

Kekropis 

Hippothontis 

Aiantis 

Antiochis 

Attalis 

Erechtheis 

Aigeis 

Pandionis 

Leontis 

Ptolemais 



'Ap;i(ucA^ 0(o8tipov SoptMOt 



Mcyopurrov tlvppaii A.tiiavt\y\v 
Srparovucot S/rparoyuc [ov 'Aitai'^vrtut 



[ — 'Apij <rTOfui)(ov UpoffaXitno: 









^lowcrucX^f AuntNTuni "EKaX^Ocv 



f 4(\<uviSov ^jXcixrivu 



' Unlocated archona of this period : -l3'tade8, -oa, T-, 



Chronological Tables. 



Year 
B.C. 


Archon. 


Tribe. 


Secretary. 


152/1 


Hagnotheos 


Akamantis 


MtyiKpaTTfi Xapiiwni ®opiKliK 




151/0 
150/9 


Phaidrias' 


Oiiicis 
Kekropis 






149/8' 




Hippothontis 






148/7 




Aiaiitis 






147/6 




Antiochis 






146/5 




Attalis 






145/4 


Pkilon f 


Erechtheis 






144/3 




Aigeis 






143/2 


Zaleukos f 


Pandionis 






142/1 




Leontis 






14 I/O 




Ptoleniais 






140/9 


Antitheos 


Akamantis 






139/8 


Archon 


Oineis 






13S/7 


Epik rates 


Kektopis 


SvTroXiJTrios 




137/6 


Theaitetos? 


Hippotbontis 






136/5 


Nikomachos 


Aiantis 






135/4 


Xenon ? 


Antiochis 






134/3 


Timarchos? 


Attahs 






133/2 


Metrophanes 


Erechtheis 


"ErriynTp Moo'jfi'tui'o? Aa^uTptiJi 




132/1 


Ergokles 


Aigeis 






i3'/o 


Epikles 


Pandionis 


[ropy]D^ TopyCX^ - 




130/9 


Demostratos 


Leontis 






129/8 


Lykiskos 


Ptoleraais 


[- - B]our.i% 




128/7 


Dionysios 


Akamantis 






127/6 


Theodorides 


Oineis 






126/5 


Diotimos 


Kekropis 






125/4 


Jason 


Hippothontis 


- 'AvaiiKpdTOv 'EXtwrivun 




124/3 


r Nikias and 
1 Isigenes 


Aiantis 






123/2 


Demetrios 


Antiochis 






122/1 


Nikodemos 


Attalis 


"Ynriyivrp '-Eiriyhw OJraW 




121/0 


Eu machos 


Erechtheis 






1-20/9 


Meton f 


Aigeis 






119/8 


Hipparchos 


Pandionis 






>i8/7 


Lenaios 


Leontis 


['r]ffi8a>p09 '&iro\p:\mviov 2«^;8ai 


i-iBi/S 


117/6' 




Ptolemais 






116/5 




Akamantis 






115/4 


Nausias 


Oineis 







' May be placed in 153-2 B.C. 

• Unlocflted archons of thb period ; Andronides, Antipbilos, Dionysioa fttri -fl»,. 
Dionysioa /MTi Jtiua, (.),.eiiion, KX...oir, -on, -phantes. 
■ Dnlocated archons of this period : Aadreaa, Pleistainos. 
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\ 



Year 
B,C. 



Archon, 



Tribe. 



I 
1 14/3 'Herakleides? 
1 13/2 ;Paramonos 
1 1 2/ 1 jDionysios 
iii/o:Sosikrates? 
1 10/9 jPolykleitos 
109/8 Ijason 
108/7 Demochares 
107/6 Aristarchos 
106/5 Agathokles 
105/4 Menoites 
104/3 Sarapion 
103/2 Theokles 
1 02/ 1 Echekrates 
loi/o Medeios 
100/9* Theodosios 

99/8 Prokles 

98/7 Argeios 

97/6 Argeios 

96/5 Herakleitos 



Kekropis 

jHippothontis 

Aiantis 

Antiochis 

Attalis 

Erechtheis 

jAigeis 

•Pandionis 

Leontis 

Ptolemais 

Akamantis 

Oineis 

Kekropis 

Hippothontis 

Aiantis 

Antiochis 

Attalis 

Erechtheis 

Aigeis 



Secretary, 



Adfuo9 Tifu>vp(Ov *FaLfAyowno9 



*£i7ri^n/s *E7r4^avov AafjLTrrpcv^ 

" ^lomxnAapov 'AyicvX (J^^cf] 
TcXccm^f Mi^Sciov Uaiavuvi 

So^[icX]^s ^rf/irf[Tpio]v *I^urrcaSi^ 
[ - <r]0€vrj^ KXciWov KjoOiiiKL[&rfi] 



^ Unlocated archons of the second cent. B.C. : Phokion, E-?, Ka[l-] ?, Axisteides 



^H INDEX OF NAMES OF ARCHONS. 


m '■ ."s 


A-, 35- 


Epikles, 74. 


— lytades, 89. 




Achaios, 59. 


Epik rates, 70. 


Medeios. 86. 




Agasias, 35. 


Erastos, 64. 


Meliekles, 21. 




Agathokles, 80. 


Ergochares, 40. 


Menekrates, 44. 




Aischran, 41. 


Ergokles, 74. 
Eubuloa, 23. 


Menoites, 80. 




Alexandros, 35. 


Melon, 79. 




Alkibiades, 36. 


Euerg-, 64. 


Melrophanes, 74. 




■A-PX^. I- 


Euktemon, 1. 


MnesidMnos, :. 




Aiiaxikrates. i. 


Eumachos, 79. 


Mnesitheos, 67. 




Anasikrates, 21. 


Eimikos. 61. 


— nion, 33. 




Andreas, 87. 


Euphiletos, 41- 


Nauaias, 83. 








Niketes, 40. 




Antheaterios, 67. 


Eulhios, 9. 


NiWas, I. 




Antimachos, 52. 


Eiisenippos, 1. 






Antipatros, 36. 


Glaukippoa, 34. 


Nikias 'Orpunit. 21. 




Antiphatea, 1. 


Gorgias, 22. 


Nikodemos, 78. 




Antiphiloa, 41. 


Hagnias, 36. 


Nikokles, i. 






Hagcotheos, 68. 


Nikomachos, 65. 




Antitheos, 70. 


Hegemachos, I. 


Nikomenes, 62. 




Archelaos, 39. 


Heliodoros, 39. 


Nikophon, 53. 




Archon, 70, 


Herakleides. 84. 


Nikostratoa, 1. 




Argeios (r) and (i). 86. 


Herakleitos, 41. 


01bios,30. 




Anstaichmos, 65. 


HerakleitoB, 86. 


Olympiodoros, I. 




AristarchoB, 80. 


Hermogenes, 58. 






Aristeides, 90. 


Hieron, 23. 


—OS, 89. 




Aristolas, 64. 


Hippakos, 59. 


Paramonos, 84, 




Aristonymos, 22. 


Hipparchos, 80. 


Patiades, 50. 




Arrlieneides, 29. 


Isaios, 9. 


Peithidemos, 28. 




Atheniou ?, 83. 


Jason, 43. 


Pelops, 64. 




(.?)...bios, 36. 
Chairephon, 41. 


Jason, 78. 


Phaidriaa, 67. 




Jason fieri no\6t\ttT»r, 


Plianarchides, 53, 




De-, 60. 


84. 


—pb antes, 89. 




Demetrios. 78. 


KafH, 90. 
Kariaiscbros, 49. 


Pheidostratos, 37. 




Democharea, 85. 


Pherekles, I. 




Demokles, 22. 


Ealli-. 43- 


Philinos, 37. 




Demoatratos, 77, 


Kallimedes, 31. 






Diogeiton, 31. 


KalHstratos, 50. 


Philippos, I. 




Dipgnetos, a 9. 
DioEles, 7. 


Kallistratos, 67. 


Philokrates, 27. 




Kimon, 6. 


Philon. 69. 




Diokles, 41. 


Klearchos, 1. 


Philoneos, 27. 




Diomedon, 44. 


Kleomachos, 23. 


Phokion, 89. 






KX....„, 89. 


Pleistainos, 89. 




DlODJSIOE litTk AiKUTKOr, 


Koroibos, i. 


Polyenktos, 23. 




78. 


(O-.-laios, 22. 


PoKkleitos. 84. 






Unaios, So. 






«.: 84. 


Leochares, 40. 


Prokles. 86. 




DionysioB Iteri -);», 88. 


Leoslratoa, I. 


Proxenidea, 37. 






Lykiskos, 78. 


Pytharatos, 37. 




Diotimca, 9. 


Lysiadea, 36. 


Pythokritos, 37. 




Diotimos, 78, 




s, 41. 




E-.90. 


Lysiaa, 6. 


Sarapion. 80. 

Sonikos. 59. 




Ecbektates, 36. 


Lysitbeides. 37- 


1 
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Sosigenes, 54. 
Sosikrates, 84. 
Sosistratos, 37. 
Symmachos, 55. 
T-,89. 
Telokles, 19. 
Theaitetos, 73. 
Theodorides, 78. 
Theodosios, 86. 



Theokles, 85. 
Theophemos, 38. 
Theophilos, 40. 
Theoxenos, 55. 
Thersilochos, 31. 
Thrasyphon, 51. 
Thymochares, 38. 
Timarchos, 73. 
Timesianax, 58. 



Tycbandros, 60. 
Urios, 18. 
Xenokles, 61. 
Xenon, 73. 
Xenophon, 17. 
Zaleukos, 69. 
Zopyros, 55. 



DECREBS SPKCIAIXY DISCUSSED. 



C.I.A. IV 2, 371 c, p. 33. 
C.I.A. IV 2, 373 c, p. 35. 
C.I.A. n, 390, p. 38. 
C.I.A. IV 2, 407 b, p. 38. 



C.I.A. IV 2, 385 f, p. 50. 
C.I.A. n, 385, p. 52. 
C.I.A. IV 2, 407 k, p. 90. 



INDEX OF TOPICS. 



The index refers particularly to subjects on which this study 
has attempted to throw new hght. 



I 
I 



AlexandroB, revolts from Antigonos 
Gonatas, 33. 

Amynomaclios, executor to BpicuruB, 
30- 

Antipatros, King of Macedon, mur- 
dered, 7 f. 

Areus I of Sparta, killed, 28. 

Ariatomachos, tyrant ot Argos, aids 
Athena, 33. 

AaklepioB, dedications to, 31 t., 49. 

Athena, recovers its independence, 
13 ff., 48. 

Bithjs, courtier of Lysimachos, 31. 

Chremonidean War, set on foot, 28 f. 

Crassna, praetorahip of, 85. 

Deinarchos, career of, z ; returns from 
exile, 15. 

DeJos, comes under Athenian control, 
62 f. 

Delphi, archons of dated, 73 f., 77 f., 
78 u. 3- 

Demetrios Poliorketes, captures 
Athens. 4 ; King of Macdon, 5 ; 
gives Athens its autonomy, 12, 15. 

Demochares, opposes Demetrios, 15 f. 

Bleusinia celebrated, 42. 

Epicurus, refers to revolt from Deme- 
trios, gn. 2 : writes to Mithras, 18 f; 
to Mus ?, ig : letter of, 22 ; dies, 27. 

Euandros and Telekles, succeed La- 
kydea in the Academy, 50 f. 

Eubuloa, the Academic philosopher, 
is born, 35. 

Eurykleides and Mikion, come to the 
front at Athens, 40 ; are murdered 
by Philip, 40 ; manage the finan- 
ces, 44. 

Hyrkanos II, high pnest of the Jews, 
commended by the Athenians, 8a f . 

Kameadea, the aon of Fhilokomos or 
Epikomos, resigns the headship of 
the Academy and dies, 74 f. 

Kameadea, the son of Polemarchoa, 
head of the Academy, 74 f. 

Kleanthes, head of the Stoic school, 
30. 

Kleitomachoa, the Academic philoso- 
pher, life of, 68 f. 

Kleruchs at Delos, first victory of at 
the Panathenaia, 66. 

Krates of Tarsos, head of the Acade- 



^m my, 74 f . 



Lachares, makes himself tyrant of 
Athens, 3 f. ; cruelty of, 1 1 ; em ■" 
pulsion of a subject of general 1 



Lakydea, the Academic philosopher, 

Lemnos, under Athenian control, 20. 
Lykon, the Peripatetic philosopher, 

makes a contribution, 47. 
Metrodoros, disciple of Epicurus, 

Mithras, controller of Lysimachos, 19, 
Moschion, the Academic philosopher, 

dies, 57 n. 2. 
Mus, slave of Epicurus, 19. 
Museion, garrisoned by Antigonoa 

Gonatas, 13, 21 ; by Demetrios, 15 ; 

stormed by Olympiodoros, 9, 12, 16. 
Parian Chronicle, i, 29. 
Peiraieus, held by Demetrios' soldiers, 

13 ff. ; evacuated, 17. 
Peploa, for Athena made annually, 85. 
Phaidros, goes on an embassy to 

Ptolemy I, 15; is general, 18. 
Philon, the Academic philosopher, 

life of, 65 ff. 
tpoipia, held by Demetrios' soldiers, 

13. 
Polemon. the Academic philosopher, 

Ptolemais, created, 41. 

Ptolemy Euergetes, has dealings with 

Athens, 49. 
Pyrrhos, at Athena, 13. 
Roman Chronology, tangencdes with, 

61, 78, 84, 87. 
Skyros, archon at, 88. 
Social War, neutrality of Athens 

during, 43. 
Soteria, inatituted, 23 f. 
Sotion, announces the Soteria at 

Alexandria, 24, 25 n. i. 
Strombichoa, aida Athens, 16 ; is 

commended for his servicea, 17, 21, 
Telekles and Euandros, succeed La- 

kydes in the Academy, 50 f. 
Temenos, consecrated to the Demos 

and Graces, 49. 
Tenos, again admitted to Jror^Xfio 

with Athens, i8 n. 4, 20. 
Zeno, founder of the Stoic school, 

dies, 29 f . 



